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FEDERAL REGISTER Published daily. Monday through Friday, 
(not published on Saturdays, Sundays, or on official holidays), 
by the Office of the Federal Register. National Archives and 
Records Administration, Washington. DC 20408. under the 
Federal Register Act (49 Stat. 500. as amended; 44 U.S.C. Ch. 

15) and the regulations of the Administrative Committee of the 
Federal Register (1 CFR Ch. 1). Distribution is made only by the 
Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office. 
Washington. DC 20102. 


The Federal Register provides a uniform system for making 
available to the public regulations and legal notices issued by 
Federal agencies. Those include Presidential proclamations and 
Executive Orders and Federal agency documents having general 
applicability and legal effect, documents required to be 
published by act of Congress and other Federal agency 
documents of public interest. Documents arc on file for public 
inspection In the Office of the Federal Register the day before 
they are published, unless earlier filing is requested by the 
Issuing agency. 

The Federal Register will be furnished by mail to subscribers 
for $300.00 per year, or $150.00 for 8 months, payable In 
advance. The charge for individual copies is $1.50 for each 
Issue, or $1.50 for each group of pages as actually bound. Remit 
check or money order, made payable to the Superintendent of 
Documents. U.S. Government Printing Office. Washington. DC 
20402. 


There are no restrictions on the republication of material 
appearing in the Federal Register. 


Questions and requests for specific information may be directed 
to the telephone numbers listed under INFORMATION AND 
ASSISTANCE in the READER AIDS section of this issue. 


How To Cite This Publication: Use the volume number and the 
page number. Example: 50 FR 12345. 


THE FEDERAL REGISTER: WHAT IT IS AND HOW TO USE IT 


FOR: Any person who uses the Federal Register and 

Code of Federal Regulations. 

WHO: The Office of the Federal Register. 

WHAT: Free public briefings (approximately 2 1/2 hours) 

to present: 

1. The regulatory process, with a focus on the 
Federal Register system and the public's role 
in the development of regulations. 

2. The relationship between the Federal Register 
and Code of Federal Regulations. 

3. The important elements of typical Federal 
Register documents. 

4. An introduction to the finding aids of the 
FR/CFR system. 

WHY: To provide the public with access to information 

necessary to research Federal agency regulations 
which directly affect them. There will be no 
discussion of specific agency regulations. 


ATLANTA, GA 

WHEN: 


WHERE: 

RESERVATIONS: 


Nov. 21; at 1 pm. 

Nov. 22; at 9 am. (identical session) 
Room LP-7, 

Richard B. Russell Federal Building. 
75 Spring Street, SW.. Atlanta. GA. 

Deborah Hogan. 

Atlanta Federal Information Center. 
Before Nov. 12: 404-221-2170 

On or after Nov. 12: 401-331*2170 


FUTURE WORKSHOPS: Additional workshops are scheduled 
bimonthly in Washington and on an 
annual basis in Federal regional 
cities. The January 1988 
Washington. D.C. workshop will 
include facilities for the hearing 
impaired Dates and locations will 
be announced later, 
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42669 


Title 3— 

The President 


Proclamation 5395 of October 18. 1985 

National CPR Awareness Week, 1985 


By the President of the United States of America 
A Proclamation 

Heart attack is the number one cause of sudden death in the United States. 
More than a million and a half Americans will experience heart attacks this 
year, of which over a half million will be fatal. We are making progress: 
Mortality from heart attacks has declined significantly over the past decade. 
But since heart attacks remain by far the leading cause of death in America, 
much remains to be done. 

Heart attacks sometimes cause the heart to stop pumping, and cardiopulmon- 
ary resuscitation (CPR) then becomes a critical and potentially life-saving 
first-aid procedure. Trained individuals applying CPR can often preserve the 
life of a heart attack victim until proper medical care can be obtained. Tens of 
thousands of Americans who have had heart attacks are leading productive 
lives today only because someone trained in CPR quickly and effectively 
applied this life-saving technique. 

Cardiopulmonary resuscitation may also be life-saving first aid for other 
conditions that cause sudden cessation of the heartbeat or cut off the delivery 
of oxygen into the lungs. Medical authorities are in agreement that a person 
adequately trained in CPR can make all the difference between life and death 
in many emergencies. But they stress that CPR is effective only when em¬ 
ployed by people who are properly trained. 

Because of the effectiveness of CPR. the number of sudden deaths from heart 
attacks and other emergencies could be reduced still further if more Ameri¬ 
cans were trained in this procedure. Facilities for CPR training are wide¬ 
spread. and I am pleased to acknowledge the contribution by those who train 
others. I urge all qualified Americans to take advantage of this training and to 
become certified in the use of CPR. This could be a life-saving decision. 

To reinforce this message and to increase awareness among all Americans 
that people trained in CPR can be an effective means of reducing mortality 
from heart attacks, the Congress, by Senate Joint Resolution 175. has designat¬ 
ed the week beginning October 20 through October 26.1985, as "National CPR 
Awareness Week and authorized and requested the President to issue a 
proclamation in observance of this event. 

NOW. THEREFORE. I. RONALD REAGAN. President of the United States of 
America, do hereby proclaim the week of October 20 through October 26,1965. 
as National CPR Awareness Week. I invite the Governors of the States, the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the officials of other areas subject to the 
jurisdiction of the United States, and the American people to join with me in 
acknowledging the benefits of this valuable life-saving technique and to 
undergo training in its use. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this eighteenth day of 
October, in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and eighty-five, and of the 
Independence of the United States of America the two hundred and tenth. 


cn 

|KR Doc. SWS292 
Filed 10-1S-8S. 4:10 pro) 

Billing code )10S-01-M 
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Rules and Regulations 


Federal RegUter 

VoL 50. No. 204 
Tuesday, October 22, 1905 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains regulatory documents having 
general applicability and legal elfoct moat 
of which are keyed to and codified In 
the Code ol Federal Regulations, which is 
published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 
US.C. 1510. 

The Code of Federal Regulations is sold 
by the Superintendent of Documents. 

Prices ol new books are listed *\ the 
first FEDERAL REGISTER Issue of each 
week 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 

14CFR Part 93 

(Docket No. 24807; Arndt 93-471 

Locations At Which Special VFR 
Weather Minimums Do Not Apply 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA). DOT. 
action: Final rule. 

summary: This action updates and 
corrects the official names of locations 
at which special visual flight rules 
(SVFR) weather minimums do not apply. 
These updates are editorial and do not 
amend the applicability of the existing 
rule. 

effective oate: November 29,1985. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr, Brent A. Femald. Airspace and Air 
Traffic Rules Branch. ATO-230, 
Airspace-Rules and Aeronautical 
Information Division. Air Traffic 
Operations Service. Office of the 
Associate Administrator for Air Traffic, 
Federal Aviation Administration. 800 
Independence Avenue, SW., 

Washington. D.C. 20591; telephone (202) 
426-8826. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

The Rule 

Port 93. Subpart I. of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (FAR), prescribes 
33 locations at which SVFR weather 
minimums do not apply. Since that 
regulation was promulgated, the names 
of some of the locations have been 
formally amended due to reasons such 
as a change to “international" status 
and dedication in honor of prominent 
persons. Therefore, the names of 
locations as they appear in FAR 93.113 
do not reflect their official names. The 
Federal Aviation Regulations need to 
contain the official names of the 33 


locations at which SVFR weather 
minimums do not apply. This action 
editorially updates and corrects the list 
of locations to properly reflect their 
official names. 

Because this amendment is editorial 
in nature and imposes no additional 
burden on airspace users or aircraft 
operators, I find that notice and public 
procedure is unnecessary: and that the 
amendment may be made effective less 
than 30 days after publication. This 
document involves a rulemaking action 
which is not a major rule under 
Executive Order 12291 and is not a 
significant rule under Department of 
Transportation Regulatory Policy and 
Procedures (44 FR 11034. February 28, 
1949). In addition, the FAA has 
determined that the expected economic 
impact of this amendment is so minimal 
that It does not require regulatory 
evaluation. 

list of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 93 

Airport traffic area. Aviation safety. 
Traffic patterns. 

PART 93—SPECIAL AIR TRAFFIC 
RULES AND AIRPORT TRAFFIC 
PATTERNS 

The Amendment 

Accordingly. Part 93, Subpart I. of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 
93), is amended as follows: 

1. The authority citation for Part 93 is 
revised to read as follows: 

Authority: 49 U.S.C 1303,134a 1354fa). 
1421(a), 1424. 24$2. and 2424; 49 US.C. 108(gJ 
(Revised Pub L 97-440, January 12.1983). 

2- The following listings in $ 93.113 are 
revised to read as follows: 

§ 93.1 13 Control zones within which 
special VFR weather minimum* are not 
authorized. 

• • • • • 

1. Altanta. Ga (The William & Hartsfield 
Atlanta International Airport). 

Z Baltimore, Md. (Baltimore/Washington 
International Airport). 

3. Boston. Mass. (General Edward 
Lawrence Logan International Auport). 

• • • • • 

5. Chicago, 111. (Chicago-O’Hare 
International Airport) 

• • • • • 

7. Columbus. Ohio (Port Columbus 
International Airport). 

8. Covington, Ky. (Greater Cincinnati 
International Airport). 


1<X Denver. Colo. (Stapleton International 
Airport). 

• • • • • 

13. Houston. Tex. (Houston 
Intercontinental Airport). 

14. Indianapolis. Ind. (Indianapolis 
International Airport). 

• • • • • 

18. Memphis. Term. (Memphis International 
Airport). 

• • • • • 

21. Newark. N.[. (Newark International 
Airport). 

• • • • • 

27. Pittsburgh. Pa. (Greater Pittsburgh 
international Airport). 

• • • • • 

31 St Louis. Mo. (Lambert St Louis 
International Airport). 

• • • • i 

Issued In Washington. D.C. on October 16. 
1985 

Donald D. Engen. 

Administrator. 

(FR Doc. 85-25058 Filed 10-21-85; 8:45 am| 

BILLING COOC 4910-1141 


FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 

16 CFR Parts 2 and 3 

Requirements for Motions In 
Commission investigations and 
Adjudications 

agency: Federal Trade Commission. 
action: Final rule. 

summary: The Commission has 
amended its rules governing 
investigations and adjudications. These 
amendments will require anyone 
seeking to quash an investigational 
subpoena or civil investigative demand, 
or disputing, seeking to compel or 
seeking to enforce discovery in an 
adjudication to make a good faith effort 
to resolve disputes before filing a formal 
petition or motion. The petition or 
motion must include a statement 
attesting to these efforts. These 
amendments have been implemented in 
order to encourage counsel to resolve 
disputed issues before filing petitions 
and motions, and to prevent the filing of 
unnecessary petitions and motions. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: October 22,1985. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Lawrence DeMille-Wagman, Federal 
Trade Commission, Washington, DC 
20580. (202) 523-3800. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 

August 5.1985. at 50 FR 31610, the 
Commission published for comment 
proposed amendments to its Rules of 
Practice and Procedure designed to 
require anyone seeking to quash an 
investigational subpoena or civil 
investigative demand, or disputing, 
seeking to compel or seeking to enforce 
discovery in and adjudication to make a 
good faith effort to resolve disputes 
before filing a petition or motion. One 
comment was received. This comment, 
from the Commission's chief 
administrative law judge Ernest G. 
Barnes, referred only to the proposed 
adjudicative rule amendments, which it 
supported. This comment raised no new 
issues. Accordingly, the Commission has 
decided to promulgate the amendments 
set forth below. 

List of Subjects 

16 CFR Part 2 

Administrative practice and 
procedure, Claims, Equal access to 
justice. 

16 CFR Part 3 

Administrative practice and 
procedure, Investigations. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Commission amends its rules of practice 
as follows: 

1. The authority for Parts 2 and 3 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 15 U.S.C. 46 (g). 

PART 2—{AMENDED1 

2. By redesignating paragraphs (d)(2) 
and (d)(3) of § 2.7 as paragraphs (d)(3) 
and (d)(4) and by adding a new 
paragraph (d)(2) to 9 2.7 to read as 
follows: 

9 2.7 Compulsory process In 
investigations. 


(2) Statement .—Each petition shall be 
accompanied by a signed statement 
representing that counsel for the 
petitioner has conferred with counsel for 
the Commission in an effort in good 
faith to resolve by agreement the issues 
raised by the petition and has been 
unable to reach such as agreement. If 
some of the matters in controversy have 
been resolved by agreement, the 
statement shall specify the matters so 
resolved and the matters remaining 
unresolved. The statement shall recite 
the date. time, and place of each such 
conference between counsel, and the 
names of all parties participating in each 
such conference. 


PART 3—[AMENDED] 

3. By adding a new paragraph (f) to 
$ 3.22 to read as follows: 

S 3.22 Motions. 

• • • • • 

(f) Statement .—Each motion to quash 
filed pursuant to Rule 3.34(c) or 3.37(b), 
each motion to compel or to determine 
sufficiency pursuant to Rule 3.38(a). 
each motion for sanctions pursuant to 
Rule 3.38(b). and each motion for 
enforcement pursuant to Rule 3.38(c), 
shall be accompanied by a signed 
statement representing that counsel for 
the moving party has conferred with 
opposing counsel in an effort in good 
faith to resolve by agreement the issues 
raised by the motion and has been 
unable to reach such an agreement. If 
some of the matters in controversy have 
been resolved by agreement, the 
statement shall specify the matters so 
resolved and the matters remaining 
unresolved. The statement shall recite 
the date, time, and place of each such 
conference between counsel, and the 
names of all parties participating in each 
such conference. Unless otherwise 
ordered by the administrative law judge, 
the statement required by this rule must 
be filed only with the first motion 
concerning compliance with the 
discovery demand at issue. 

4. In $ 3.34, paragraph (c) Is revised to 
read as follows: 

$ 3.34 Subpoenas. 

• • • • • 

(c) Motions to quash. Any motion by 
the subject of a subpoena to limit or 
quash the subpoena shall be filed within 
the earlier of ten (10) days after service 
thereof or the time for compliance 
therewith. Such motions shall set forth 
all assertions of privilege or other 
factual and legal objections to the 
subpoena, including all appropriate 
arguments, affidavits and other 
supporting documentation, and shall 
include the statement required by Rule 
3.22(f). 

5. In 9 3.37. paragraph (b) is revised to 
read as follows: 

§ 3.37 Access foe inspection and other 
purposes. 

• • • • • 

(b) Motion to quash. Any motion by 
the subject of an order to limit or quash 
the order shall be filed within the earlier 
of ten (10) days after service thereof or 
the time for compliance therewith. Such 
motion shall set forth all assertions of 
privilege or other factual and legal 
objections to the order, including all 
appropriate arguments, affidavits and 
other supporting documentation, and 


shall include the statement required by 
Rule 3.22(f). 

By direction of the Commission. 

Emily H. Rock, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 85-25199 Filed 10-21-85; 8:45 am) 
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SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

17 CFR Part 240 

(Release No. 34-22533; IC-14755; File No. 
S7-13-65I 

Facilitating Shareholder 
Communications 

agency: Securities and Exchange 

Commission. 

action: Final rules. 

summary: The Securities and Exchange 
Commission (“Commission") today 
announced the adoption of amendments 
to its shareholder communications rules 
which govern the process by which 
registrants communicate with the 
beneficial owners of securities 
registered in the name of a broker, 
dealer or other nominee. The 
amendments are intended to allow for 
the most advantageous implementation 
of the system of direct communication 
provided under those rules. 
effective date: New Rule 14a-13 and 
amended Rules 14b-l adn 14c-7 are 
effective January 1.1986. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Prior to the effective dHte. contact Sarah 
A. Miller. (202) 272-2589. Office of 
Disclosure Policy, Division of 
Corporation Finance, Securities and 
Exchange Commission 450 Fifth Street. 
NW.. Washington, DC 20549. After the 
effective date, contact Cecilia D, Blye, 
(202) 272-2573. Office of Chief Counsel. 
Division of Corporation Finance. 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
450 Fifth Street, NW., Washington. DC 
20549. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

Commission today announced the 
adoption of certain rule amendments to 
Rule 14b-l 1 and 14c-7 1 * and the 
adoption of Rule 14a-13.* 

I. Executive Summary 

In March 1985. the Commission 
proposed certain amendments to refine 
its shareholder communications rules. 4 


1 17 CFR 240.14b-l. 

1 17 CFR 240.14O-7, 

*17 CFR 240,14a-13 

4 Roltate No. 34-21901 (March 28.1985) (SO FR 
13612). 
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These amendments delineated, in two 
seperate rules, the respective obligations 
of brokers and registrants. In addition, 
the proposed amendments provided, 
among other things, that: (1) If a 
registrant requests the list of non¬ 
objecting security holders, it must 
request the list from all brokers having 
customers who are beneficial owners of 
the registrant's securities: (2) a broker 
must provide the beneficial owner lists 
to registrants as often as they request 
the information, rather than only once a 
yean and (3) a registrant may mail its 
annual report to security holders 
directly to its beneficial owners so long 
as the registrant notifies the broker at 
the time it submits a search card or 
requests beneficial owner information 
by some other means. 1 These 
amendments resulted from the one-year 
deferral of the effective date (from 
January 1,1985 to January 1.1986) of 
Rule 14b-l(c) which was agreed to by 
representatives of the securities industry 
and registrant community and 
authorized by the Commission in August 
1984. * 1 * * 4 * The deferral was intended to 
provide more time for the determination 
of reasonable costs and the 
implementation of a system to provide 
registrants with security holder 
information in an efficient, timely, and 
effective manner. At the time it 
authorized the deferral, the Commission 
agreed to undertake certain steps to 
clarify the respective functions of 
brokers and dealers 1 (hereinafter 
collectively referred to as "brokers”) 
and registrants to ensure the effective 
implementation of the system of direct 
communication. 

These proposals generated 41 
comment letters. 4 * * Commentators, 


* In addition to the specific rule amendment*, the 
narrative portion of the proposing rebate 
■ddreaaed. in connection with the diecutaion on 
employment of an intermediary (#ee diecuaaion 
infra pp, a, 13.16), a fourth ittue, namely the 
confidentiality of the source of the benefidal owner 
lieta. See Release No. 34-21901, supra note 4. 30 PR 
At 13613 

‘Relent* No. 34-21339 (September 21.19641 (49 
FR 36096j 

1 tn iti proposing release, the Commission dearly 

intended to require eU record holders within iu 

jurisdiction to come within the direct 

communication system. Accordingly, the term 

broker.*' which •• used in the industry usually 

indudes the term 'dealer,*' wa» used to denote 

fhote securities industry personnel who hold 

securities in nominee name. Because the terms 

"broker” and "dealer** are separately defined under 

the Securities Exchange Act, tee sections 3(a) (4) 
and (3) thereof, the Commission believes ll is 
appropriate to revise the rules to clarify that they 
apply to both brokers and dealers. 

• The letters of comment, as well as a copy of the 
summary of the comment letters prepared by the 
•laff. are available for public inspection and 
copying at the Commission's Public Reference Room 
(See File No. S7-13-65). 


representing the legal and registrant 
communities and the securities industry, 
generally supported the proposals to 
Improve the system of direct 
communications between registrants 
and beneficial owners. Accordingly, the 
Commission is adopting the 
amendments substantially as proposed. 

The proposing release recognized the 
importance of an intermediary to the 
effective implementation of the 
shareholder communications rules. 
Commentators urged the Commission to 
recognize explicitly in the rules the role 
of an intermediary in the shareholder 
communications system. Also 
commentators suggested, in response to 
an inquiry in the proposing release, that 
the Commission provide for a specified 
response time in which brokers are to 
provide registrants with lists of 
beneficial owners who do not object to 
disclosure of their names, addresses, 
and securities positions. In light of these 
comments, the Commission modified the 
rules to recognize that a broker may 
employ an intermediary to act as its 
designated agent in performing the 
obligations imposed under the 
shareholder communications rules and 
to provide a specified response time in 
which brokers are to forward to 
registrants non-objecting beneficial 
owner lists. Certain other technical 
clarifying revisions also have been 
made. The Commission will monitor the 
workability of its shareholder 
communications rules to determine 
whether any further refinements to the 
rules are necessary and appropriate. 

This release discusses the background 
to the shareholder communications rules 
and the revisions to those rules. The 
release also provides an overview 
regarding implementation of these rules. 
Persons interested in further information 
are directed to the text of the 
amendments and the proposing release. 

II. Background 

Rule 14b-l was revised substantially 
in 1983 pursuant to recommendations of 
the Advisory Committee on Shareholder 
Communications, contained in its report. 
Improving Communications Between 
Issuers and Beneficial Owners of 
Nominee Held Securities, Paragraph (c) 
of the rule was adopted to provide a 
means of direct communication between 
registrants and their beneficial owners 
by requiring brokers to provide 
requesting registrants with the names, 
addresses, and securities positions of 
their customers who are beneficial 
owners of the registrant's securities and 
who have not objected to such 


disclosure. 9 In August 1984, the 
Commission deferred the original 
effective date of paragraph (c) from 
January 1 . 1985 to January 1.1986. The 
deferral provided additional time to 
ensure the most effective 
implementation of the shareholder 
communications system. 10 * 
Representatives of the securities 
industry and the registrant community 
agreed that during this deferral period 
they would develop and establish both 
an efficient means of furnishing 
beneficial owner information to 
registrants and an appropriate schedule 
of reimbursement. 

In September 1984. the New York 
Stock Exchange ("the NYSE”) appointed 
the Ad Hoc Committee on Identification 
of Beneficial Owners. The Ad Hoc 
Committee, composed of members of 
both the securities industry and 
registrant community, was formed to 
resolve the cost issues and to develop a 
workable and effective system that 
would be of maximum use to registrants 
and not burdensome to brokers. The Ad 
Hoc Committee now largely has 
resolved the problems which initially 
led to the deferral of the effective date 
of Rule 14b-l(c). The reimbursement of 
start-up costs issue has been resolved 
through self-regulatory organization 
("SRO”) rule changes that permit 
brokers to assess a $.20 per proxy 
surcharge for the 1985 annual meeting 
proxy solicitation. This surcharge, 
together with an additional surcharge 
for the next annual meeting proxy 
solicitation, will fund the start-up costs 
associated with furnishing the beneficial 
owner information to registrants. The 
second surcharge will fund the balance 
of the costs not funded by the first $.20 
surcharge and will be the subject of 
separate SRO rule changes. 11 The other 
cost issue—-determination of reasonable 
costs for maintaining beneficial owner 
lists—is being addressed by the Ad Hoc 
Committee and also will be the subject 
of a separate SRO rule change. 

In August 1985. the Ad Hoc 
Committee drafted a model letter to aid 
brokers in communicating with their 
customers in order to ascertain whether 
or not they object to disclosure of their 
names, addresses, and securities 


• Rebate No. 34-20021 (July 26, 1963) (46 FR 
33062). 

11 Rebate No. 34- 21339 (September 21 1964) (49 
FR380B6). 

11 The % 20 aurcharge rob change to the NYSE 
rulet wat approved by the Committion on March 
2a. 1963 Rebaac No. 34-21900 (March 26.1963) (30 
FR 13297). The Commitaton approved stmt Ur 
•urchatgea aa part of the role* of the American 
Stock Exchange and National AttodaUon of 
Securities Dealers. Rebate No. 34-21913 (April 1. 
1965) (SO FR 140691 
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positions. The NYSE forwarded that 
letter to brokers and to the American 
Stock Exchange and the National 
Association of Securities Dealers. 

To make the system work and to 
ensure that registrants find the 
beneficial owner lists useful and 
meaningful, the Ad Hoc Committee also 
determined that an intermediary was 
necessary. By employing an 
intermediary to compile and to supply 
beneficial owner lists, registrants will be 
assured that the lists are compiled in a 
standardized manner. Moreover, 
brokers will be assured that the source 
of the lists will be kept confidential. In 
addition, economies of scale will be 
realized by permitting them to delegate 
this function to an intermediary which 
will maximize cost savings while 
minimizing burdens on brokers. The Ad 
Hoc Committee requested proposals and 
selected Independent Election 
Corporation of America ("IECA") to 
serve as the intermediary between 
registrants and brokers in supplying lists 
of beneficial owners. In this function. 
IECA will be governed by a user board 
consisting of registrants, brokers, and 
other industry representatives. 

At the time of the deferral of the 
effective date of Rule 14b-l|c), the 
Commission agreed to clarify certain 
aspects of the shareholder 
communications rules and to take 
certain additional steps which are the 
subject of this release. 

While the amendments pertain to 
brokers, the Commission believes that 
enactment of legislation authorizing the 
Commission to regulate the proxy 
processing activities of banks, 
associations, and other fiduciary entities 
will realize the full potential of the 
shareholder communications rules. On 
|uly 22,1985. the House of 
Representatives passed, by voice vote, 
legislation entitled the Shareholder 
Communications Act of 1985 (H.R. 1603). 
That legislation has been referred to the 
Securities Subcommittee of the Senate 
Committee on Banking. Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. A companion bill (S. 918) 
was introduced in the Senate on April 
16,1985. 

ML Overview of Shareholder 
Communications Rules 

New Rule 14a-13 sets forth two 
different procedures relating to 
registrants* obligations in 
communicating with their beneficial 
owners, while amended Rule 14b-l 
pertains to brokers' obligations in 
connection with communicating 
corporate information to beneficol 
owners. Under the first procedure, 
registrants are required, pursuant to new 
Rule 14a-13(a) (formerly Rule 14a-3(d)) 


to inquire, by means of a search card or 
otherwise, of their record holders the 
number of proxies and other proxy 
soliciting material or annual reports to 
security holders needed by record 
holders to forward the material to 
beneficial owners. The registrant must 
request this information at least 20 
calendar days prior to the record date of 
the annual meeting and the broker is 
required, under Rule 14b-l(a), to 
respond to this request within seven 
business days of receipt of the request. 
Upon receipt of the proxy, proxy 
soliciting material or annual report the 
broker is required under Rule 14b-l(b), 
to forward these materials within five 
business days of receipt to its customers 
who are beneficial owners. 

Rule 14a-13fb) sets forth the 
requirements for those registrants who 
wish to communicate directly with their 
beneficial owners. If a registrant 
requests a list of beneficial owners who 
do not object to disclosure of their 
names, addresses, and securities 
positions, it must make that request of 
all brokers having customers who are 
benefidal owners of the registrant's 
securities. Further, a registrant is 
permitted to request a list of non- 
objecting beneficial owners more often 
than once a year and the broker will be 
required to comply with any such 
request. These lists would be compiled 
as of the record date for the registrant's 
latest annual or special meeting. If no 
meeting is scheduled and the registrant 
requests a list of its beneficial owners, 
that list is to be compiled as of a date to 
be selected by the registrant that is no 
less than five business days after the 
broker receives the request. The broker 
s must forward the benefidal owner 
information to the registrant no later 
than five business days after the 
compilation date of the list, e.g., the 
record date or other date. For example, 
if no annual or special meeting is 
scheduled and the broker receives a 
registrant's request for the list of 
beneficial owners on October 15,1985, 
the list would be compiled as of a date 
selected by the registrant that is no 
earlier than October 22,1985. The 
broker, in turn, would be required to 
forward the beneficial owner list to the 
registrant by October 29.1985. 

The amendments further provide that, 
if it chooses, the registrant may mail 
annual reports directly to non-objecting 
benefidal owners so long as the 
registrant notifies the broker when 
making its initial request for beneficial 
owner information that the registrant 
intends to mail the annual report 
directly to its non-objecting benefidal 
owners. The registrant would notify the 
broker of its intention at the time it 


submits a search card requesting the 
benefidal owner information. If so 
notified by the registrant, a broker 
would have no obligation in connection 
with that mailing to forward the annual 
report to non-objecting benefidal 
owners but would have, of course, the 
obligation to forward reports to those 
benefidal owners who objected to the 
disclosure of their identities. 

The amendments also would provide 
that, without assurances of 
reimbursement of reasonable expenses 
associated with satisfying its obligations 
with respect to communications with 
beneficial owners, a broker has no 
obligation to perform its obligations 
under Rule 14b-1(b) and (c). The 
registrant has a corresponding 
obligation to pay a broker's reasonable 
expenses assodated with providing 
beneficial owner information. 

If a broker has designated an agent or 
intermediary to act on its behalf in 
performing its obligations under Rule 
14b-l(c). the registrant must make its 
request for a list of non-objecting 
benefidal owners to that designated 
agent. If the broker has designated such 
an agent, the registrant will learn the 
agent's identity when it submits, 
pursuant to Rule 14a-13{a), the search 
card requesting the number of proxy 
cards, proxy soliciting material, and 
annual reports needed by the broker to 
forward to benefidal owners. The 
broker, in turn, is required, under Rule 
14b-l(a). to identify its agent, if one has 
been designated. After receiving the 
registrant's request for benefidal owner 
information, the agent will notify all 
brokers of the registrant's request. 
Brokers will supply the intermediary 
with the information who then will 
compile the information in a 
standardized delivery format and 
forward it to the registrant. Using the 
above example, the registrant will make 
its request to the designated agent for a 
list of non-objecting benefidal owners. 

If no annual or special meeting is 
scheduled and the designated agent 
receives the registrant's request for the 
list on October 15,1985. the list would 
be compiled as of the date selected by 
the registrant that is no earlier than 
October 22.1985. The designated agent 
would make the request for a list of non¬ 
objecting benefidal owners from all 
brokers. Brokers, In turn, would forward 
the requested information to the 
designated agent who would then 
compile the list and deliver it to the 
registrant by October 29,1985. 
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IV. Discussion 

A. Use of Intermediary 

1. Overall Role 

Both the Commission and the Ad Hoc 
Committee believe that an intermediary 
is necessary to the effective 
implementation of the shareholder 
communications system. The 
intermediary would receive registrants' 
requests for beneficial owner 
information and deliver the beneficial 
owner information supplied by all 
brokers to the registrants. The proposing 
release recognized the intermediary's 
importance in stating that an 
intermediary will be employed to 
compile and to supply beneficial owner 
lists in order to assure standardized 
delivery format and client 
confidentiality of brokers. 1 * The 
Commission further noted that 
economies of scale will be realized by 
maximizing cost savings while 
minimizing burdens on brokers by 
permitting them to delegate this function 
to an intermediary. 1 * 

The intermediary would serve as a 
central processing agent between 
brokers and registrants in the 
transmission of lists of non-objecting 
beneficial owners. 14 In addition, the 
intermediary would act, on behalf of 
brokers, in performing ail administrative 
functions required in providing 
beneficial owner information, including: 
receiving requests for beneficial owner 
information from registrants; advising 
brokers of the record date for a 
registrant's request; receiving customer 
lists from brokers; preparing, in a 
standardized format, lists of non¬ 
objecting beneficial owners and billing 
registrants for fees associated with 
providing the beneficial owner 
information. 1 * 

Commentators generally endorsed the 
use of an intermediary. Several 
commentators, representing registrants 
as well as the legal and brokerage 
communities, suggested, however, that 
the shareholder communications rules 
be amended to reflect specifically the 
intermediary's role in the system of 
direct communications. Because the 
Commission believes that the use of an 
intermediary is necessary for the system 
to work efficiently, particularly to assure 
both client confidentiality and 


11 Rt lease No 34-21901 supra note 4. at p. 13613. 

»•/</. 

M It should be noted that a beneficial owner's 
election to disclose its name, address, and securities 
position is an election with respect to all registrant's 
securities in a beneficial owner's account!•) with 
that broker. 

I# See Ad Hoc Committee letter of |une IS, 1985 
•I P»ge» 3-4 of Exhibit I therein. 


standardized delivery format, the 
Commission has revised the rules to 
reflect that (1) brokers may employ an 
intermediary to act as agent on their 
behalf in fulfulling the broker's 
obligations under the shareholder 
communications rules, and (2) 
registrants must make their requests to 
such intermediary. Obviously, 
registrants will make the request for a 
non-objecting beneficial owner list to 
the intermediary only after, the brokers* 
response to the search card identifying 
the intermediary is received. Should a 
broker later designate a new 
intermediary to act on its behalf, it 
would be to the benefit of all concerned 
parties for the broker to notify the 
registrant of this fact. 

While the Commission envisions that 
brokers generally will choose to employ 
an agent to assist them in performing 
their obligations under these rules, and 
that the agent employed generally will 
be the intermediary selected by the Ad 
Hoc Committee, employing an 
intermediary is not a condition to 
complying with the shareholder 
communications rules. Accordingly, the 
revised rules recognize that a broker 
may not wish to employ an intermediary 
to act on its behalf and that, in such 
cases, the registrant must make the 
request directly to the broker. The 
specific amendments reflecting the 
intermediary's role are discussed below. 

2. Client Confidentiality 

Of those commentators who 
addressed the assurance of the client 
confidentiality function of the 
intermediary, securities industry 
commentators endorsed the concept 
while three registrant and legal 
commentators opposed it. By employing 
an intermediary to excise all 
information identifying specific brokers, 
brokers will be assured that registrants 
will obtain only the names, addresses, 
and securities positions of its beneficial 
owners. The two registrant 
commentators who opposed the broker 
anonymity function of the intermediary 
maintained that broker confidentiality 
might limit the usefulness of the 
beneficial owner information. The 
Commission believes, however, that 
disclosure of the broker's identity would 
not enhance the system of direct 
communications and. accordingly, has 
amended Rule 14b-l(c) by adding a note 
stating, among other things, that a 
broker or its agent need only supply the 
registrant with the names, addresses, 
and securities positions of non-objecting 
beneficial owners. 


3. Standardized Delivery Format 

The proposing release stated that by 
employing the intermediary to compile 
and to supply beneficial owner lists, 
registrants will be assured that the lists 
are compiled in a standardized manner. 
Commentators generally endorsed the 
use of the intermediary to achieve this. 
Certain commentators, however, 
suggested that the Commission 
condition the implementation of the 
shareholder communications system on 
specifying a common delivery format. 
The Commission believes that 
establishing a mutually acceptable 
delivery format is best left to the 
determination of the participants in the 
shareholder communications system. 

The Commission would anticipate, 
however, that any delivery format 
established would allow registrants 
flexibility and facilitate corporate 
communications. 

B. 14a-13 Obligations of Registrants in 
Communicating With Beneficial Owners 

1. General. 

Proposed Rule 14a-13 consolidated all 
registrant-related provisions associated 
with direct shareholder 
communications, by placing together 
provisions of Rule 14a-3(d) and the 
registrant-related provisions of Rule 
14b-l(c). As adopted, Rule 14a-13 deals 
explicitly with solicitations of written 
consents or authorizations when 
circumstances warrant separate 
treatment and to provide that if a 
special meeting is convened to elect 
directors in lieu of an annual meeting, 
an annual report must be furnished to 
security holders in connection with such 
meeting. In addition. Rule 14a-13 makes 
clear that the annual report to security 
holders is required whether the 
registrant is soliciting proxies or 
consents in connection with the annual 
election of directors and that if it is 
impracticable for a registrant to make 
the inquiry for beneficial owner 
information of the record holder 20 
calendar days before the record date of 
a special meeting then the request must 
be made as soon as practicable before 
the record date of such meeting. 16 


14 When the Commission proposed these 
amendments in Release No 33-6592 (July 1 . 1985) 
(50 FR 29409), It indicated that three amendment! 
would be adopted at the seme time ss the 
shareholder communications proposals were 
adopted. The comment period for the July proposals 
dosed on September 17.1985 and. 39 comment 
letters were received, only one of which addressed 
these amendments. That comment letter did not 
oppose the amendments but. rather, suggested 
clarifications that will be considered as part of the 
comprehensive review of the proxy rules. 
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2. Rule 14a-13(a) 

Consistent with commentators' 
suggestions. Rule 14a-13(a)(l) was 
revised to clarify that the registrant 
would only need inquire of brokers as to 
the specific number of copies of the 
annual report to security holders that 
ultimately will be distributed by the 
brokers to beneficial owners pursuant to 
Rule 14b—1(b)- This information would 
be in addition to the number of copies of 
the proxy and proxy soliciting material 
needed to forward to all beneGcial 
owners. To ensure that a registrant 
knows to whom the request for 
beneficial owner information is to be 
made—the broker or its agent—Rule 
14a-13(a)(l) was changed to require a 
registrant to inquire specifically of a 
broker whether it has designated an 
agent to act on its behalf and. if so. to 
ascertain the name and address of that 
agent. As discussed below, a 
corresponding change has been made to 
Rule 14b-l(a). Rule 14a—13(a)(1) also has 
been changed to clarify that, if it wishes 
to mail its annual report directly to non¬ 
objecting beneGcial owners, a registrant 
has an obligation under Rule 14a-13(c) 
to notify the broker at the time it makes 
Its inquiry, pursuant to Rule 14a-13(a). 
that it intends to send copies of its 
annual report to security holders to non¬ 
objecting beneGcial owners. 

Rule 14a-13(a)(3) has been changed in 
two respects. First Rule 14a—13(a)(3) has 
been revised to clarify that supplying 
record holders with copies of the proxy, 
proxy soliciting material, and annual 
report to security holders and not just 
the annual report to security holders 
must be done in a timely manner. 
Second, commentators expressed 
concern that Rule 14a—13(a)(3) may be 
interpreted to require registrants to 
supply brokers with sufficient copies of 
the annual report to security holders to 
mail to all beneficial owners even if the 
registrant intended to mail the annual 
reports to security holders directly to its 
non-objecting beneficial owners. To 
prevent any such misunderstandings. 
Rule 14a—13(a)(3) and companion Note 2 
have been revised to reflect the 
possibility that a registrant may mail the 
annual report to security holders to non¬ 
objecting beneGcial owners and to 
require registrants, in those cases, to 
supply record holders with only the 
requisite number of copies for 
distribution by the broker to objecting 
beneGcial owners. 

3. Rule 14a—13(b) 

As proposed. Rule 14a-13(b) would 
have required that a registrant request 


the list from all brokers having 
customers who are beneGcial owners of 
the registrant's securities. This 
requirement was intended to ensure that 
registrants do not request the security 
holder lists only from the largest brokers 
thereby leaving the smaller brokers with 
no means of recouping expenses 
associated with maintaining the 
required information. Commentators 
generally endorsed the proposal. Of the 
three commentators who opposed the 
provision, one commentator suggested 
that registrants involved in a takeover 
primarily are interested in holders of 
large blocks of its securities and should 
not be required to request non-objecting 
beneGcial owner lists from all brokers. 12 
The Commission continues to believe 
that this provision is necessary for the 
rule to be fair and effective and has 
adopted the provision as proposed 

With regard to security holder 
conGdentiality. Rule 14a—13(b)(2) states 
explicitly that a registrant must use the 
beneGcial owner lists exclusively for 
purposes of corporate communications. 
The Commission believes that the 
inclusion of this provision in the rule 
adequately addresses concerns 
regarding security holder confidentiaUtv. 

The proposing release also addressed 
the issue of voluntary communications 
such as quarterly reports. 1 • Due to the 
importance of this issue the Commission 
again encourages registrants in 
connection with their use of beneGcial 
owner lists voluntarily to forward 
corporate communications to all 
beneGcial owners either directly or 
through brokers. Accordingly, the 
Commission believes it is desirable 
where registrants use the non-objecting 
beneficial owner lists to mail such 
communications directly to non¬ 
objecting beneficial owners, that they 


11 In tender offer* or proxy oonleth. there »» no 
current requirement under Rule* 14e-7.17 CKR 
24 Ul 14*-7. and 14d4.17 CFR 24014d-6. for a 
registrant to turn over a non-objecting beneficial 
owner Us! lo ■ regoestmg security holder Those 
rules apply only to Usts of record holders and 
securities position lutings of clearing agent*. Tha 
Commission will consider whether to propose for 
comment amendments to Rule* 14a-7 and 14d-5 
which would provide security holders access to Hats 
of non-objecting beneficial owners. Such 
amendments would provida equal access to these 
lists and avoid tipping the balance of regulation 
either In favor of management or In favw of tender 
offeror* or proxy contestants In the context of 
tender offer*, this change may be consistent with 
and necessary to effectual* the purposes of the 
Willume Act. See S. Rep. No 550.90th Cong.. 1st 
Sr** 3 f1967|, ~|t|h* bill Is designated to require full 
and fair disclosure for the benefit of investors while 
et the sense time providing the offeror and 
management equal opportunity lo felrly present 
their case." Sec also Retease Na 33-6022 (February 
5. 1979) 44 PR 9956 

•• Release No. 34-21901 supra note 4. et 13614. 


also deliver to brokers for forwarding a 
sufficient number of copies of the 
corporate communication in order not to 
disadvantage those security holders 
who object to disclosure of their 
identities to registrants. 1 • Further, the 
Commission believes that even in the 
case of voluntary communications, the 
rapid turnover of securities and 
accompanying non-objecting beneficial 
owners should be considered in order to 
avoid the use of outdated non-objecting 
beneGciahowner lists. 

Next consistent with commentators' 
suggestions, both Rule 14a-13 (b) and (c) 
were revised to recognize that an 
intermediary can act as the brokers' 
ogenL Accordingly, when a broker 
indicates that it has designated an 
agent, the registrant shall request the 
beneGcial owner list from the agent and 
reimburse the designated agent for the 
reasonable expenses 80 associated with 
providing the beneficial owner 
information. Thus, the Commission 
anticipates that, if all brokers have 
designated the intermediary selected by 
the Ad Hoc Committee, a registrant will 
need to make only one request for the 
non-objecting beneGciol owner list to 
that intermediary to satisfy its 
obligations under Rule 14a—13(b). 

4. Rule 14a-13{c) 

Proposed Rule 14a-13(c) would have 
permitted a registrant 21 to mail the 
annual reports to security holders 
directly to those non-objecting 
beneficial owners that have been 
identified to them. 22 Any registrant 
choosing to do its own annual report 
mailing, however, is required, pursuant 
to paragraph (a), to so inform the broker 
at the time it made its inquiry for 


‘•Two commentators suggested that the rule* 
require registrant* who choose lo communicate 
voluntarily with their non objecting beneficial 
owners to deliver sufficient copies of the specific 
communication to brokers for forwarding to 
objecting beneficial owners The Conumssi<m does 
not bellev'c such e change is necessary at this time- 

•• Determination of the fee received from the 
registrant for the non-object Jag beneficial owner list 
will be the subject of proposed SRO rule* 

The shareholder communications rules only 
apply to those registrants who are subject to the 
Commission s proxy rules. 

*• A few commentators suggested that registrants 
be permitted to mall proxy cards and proxy 
soliciting material directly to non-objecting 
beneficial owners. Consideration of whether to 
pencil registrants to mall proxy soliciting material 
to non-objecting beneficial owners was noi a 
subject of the Commission's proposal to amend the 
shareholder communications rules. Further, the 
Advisory Committee on Shareholder 
Communications determined not lo disrupt the 
existing system of proxy distribution and voting. 
Sec Repun on /mpnm/jg Common i cohost* Between 
lusuin and Beneficial Owners of Nominee Hrfd 
Securities at pp 54-7L 
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beneficial owner information under 
paragraph (a). Commentators 
overwhelmingly supported the proposal 
and, accordingly, the Commission 
adopted this provision substantially as 
proposed. 

The proposing release stated that for 
reasons of economy, registrants muy 
wish to engage in split mailing, i.e. 
forwarding the annual report by bulk 
mail and mailing the proxies and other 
proxy soliciting material by first class 
moil, in connection with the use of split 
mailings, certain registrant 
commentators addressed the 
requirement in Rule 14a-3(b) that annual 
reports must accompany or precede the 
proxy statement. Commentators 
requested the Commission to provide 
specific guidance in this urea. Due to the 
variety of geographic source locations 
for mailing annual reports and proxy 
soliciting materials of public reporting 
companies as well as intended 
destinations of the materials, however, 
the Commission is unable to specify 
exact time periods. Registrants who take 
steps reasonably calculated to 
guarantee that the annual reports to 
security holders accompany or precede 
the proxy statements will be deemed to 
have complied with Rule 14a-3(b). 13 

The proposing release also solicited 
romment as to whether Rule 14a-$ 14 
should be amended to provide that 
when annual reports to security holders 
are mailed separately from proxy 
material, all proxy statements should 
disclose the date the mailing of the 
annuai report to security holders was 
commenced and should contain 
instructions on how to obtain a copy of 
that annual report. The majority of those 
commentators addressing this issue 
were registrants who overwhelmingly 
opposed such an amendment to Rule 
14a-5. These commentators based their 
opposition on the grounds that either no 
useful purpose would be served or that 
changes in schedule would prevent 
accurate disclosure of the date of 
mailing of the annual report. The 
Commission agrees ond. accordingly, 
has determined not to amend Rule 14 h- 5 
in this manner. 


" to 4jtA v GArCorp . 723 F.2d 10R0. 10W {3d 
Or. 1SB3J. ihi’ Third Circuit held that tending the 
annuel report by third dess mall four to fnre days 
Prior t 0 mailing (be proxy statement by find data 
rtuiil * * did not reasonably guarantee that 
*h m holders would recurve the annuel report at the 
»atua Ume or before the proxy material* In fact the 
l >oceduroa made It highy probable that 
r S«rohold«* would receive the annual report after 
ibry hud received the proxy material* ** 

M 17 CFK 240.14a-6 


C. 14b-1 Obligation of Registered 
Brokers in Connection With the Prompt 
Forwarding of Certain Communications 
to Beneficial Owners 

1. General 

In response to commentators' 
suggestions. Rule 14b-l was revised to 
allow a broker to employ an 
intermediary to act on its behalf in 
performing the broker's obligations 
under the shareholder communications 
rules.The provision in Rule 14b-l(a) 
corresponds to that in Rule 14a-13(a)(l) 
which requires a broker to respond to a 
registrant’s inquiry as to whether the 
broker has designated an agent to act on 
its behalf and. if so. to provide the name 
und address of that designated agent. 

2. Rule 14b-t(c) 

Under proposed Rule 14b-l(c). a 
registrant could request the beneficial 
owner list whenever it wants such a list 
and the broker, in response to that 
request, would provide the list 
Specifically, the registrant could request 
the list to be compiled either as of the 
registrant's record date for its latest 
annual or special meeting of security 
holders or. if the request is not made in 
connection with a meeting, a date no 
earlier that ten business days after 
receipt of the registrant's request. 
Commentators generally supported the 
proposal to permit registrants to request 
the lists as often as they wished. One 
commentator, however, proposed that a 
maximum number of requests per 
registrant per year be established. 
Because these rules are intended to 
provide for maximum communication 
between registrants and their beneficial 
owners, the Commission is of the view 
that, at this time, registrants should not 
have limits imposed on the number of 
requests for beneficial owner lists and. 
accordingly, has not adopted any such 
limits. 

Proposed Rule 14b-l(c) also provided 
that non-meeting lists of non-objecting 
beneficial owners would be compiled es m 
of a date no earlier than ten business 
days after receipt by the broker of the 
registrant's request. The proposed ten 
business day time period was based on 
the Commission's understanding that 
broker's back office systems generally 
do not permit retroactive establishment 
of beneficial owner lists but. rather, only 
allow those lists to be established 
prospectively. Because the securities 
industry has indicated that this time 
period should be shortened the 
Commission has adopted a five business 


day time period 11 for non-meeting 
beneficial owner lists. Such an 
amendment will facilitate 
communication between registrants and 
security holders especially involving 
those corporate actions where time 
factors are critical. 

Proposed Rule 14b-l(c) was structured 
to provide that a registrant may 
designate the compilation date for non¬ 
meeting lists. Registrant and legal 
commentators expressed concern, 
however, that Rule 14b-l{c) was not 
sufficiently explicit in empowering the 
registrant, rather than the broker, to 
designate the compilation date for non¬ 
meeting lists. The Commission believes 
that registrants should be permitted to 
select the date as of which the non¬ 
meeting list is to speak and. accordingly, 
has clarified that that is the case. Thus, 
under the rules a registrant may specify 
the compilation date for a non-meeting 
list. That date, however, cannot be any 
earlier than five business days after the 
broker receives the registrant's request. 

In connection with a broker's 
obligation to provide beneficial owner 
lists to a registrant, the Commission 
requested comment on whether a time 
limit should be specified within which a 
broker is to provide the registrant with 
the requested list. An overwhelming 
majority of the commentators who 
responded supported imposing a 
specified turn around response time 
period. These commentators reasoned 
that a specific time limit was essential 
to the operation of the shareholder 
communication rules and made 
suggestions for a sufficient time period 
ranging from five to twenty business 
days. The Commission agrees that a 
specified time period is appropriate to 
ensure that registrants do not receive 
stale beneficial owner lists that are of 
little or no value. Accordingly, the 
Commission has adopted a five business 
day time period in which brokers are to 
respond to a registrant's request for non¬ 
objecting beneficial owner lists. 1 * In 
recognition of the likelihood that a 
broker may designate an agent to act on 
its behalf, a note specifying that the time 
period commences upon receipt by the 
broker or its designated agent of the 
registrant's request has been adopted. 1 * 


** Under the shareholder commumuitions rxiie*. 
buxine** day i* defined as tl i* in Rule 14d-l|bR6), 
17 CFR 24014d~l{b)(6) 

*• In IU comment letter, the Ad Hoc Committee, 
representing member* of both the rpgittranl 
community end securities industry, suggested that e 
five business day time period wu feasible 

• f II m broker designate* «n agent to ect on it* 
behalf, the broker will still be under the obligation 

to comply with Rule I4b-1(c) end. accordingly, 
receipt by the intormedUry of the registrant • 
request will be deemed to be receipt by the broker 
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Commentators indicated that generally 
a broker will need three business days 
to compile and to transmit the beneficial 
owner information to the intermediary 
and the intermediary will require two 
business days to forward the requested 
beneficial owner information to the 
registrant, 

3. Rule 14b-l(d) 

!n addition to recognizing that a 
broker may designate an agent to act on 
its behalf, Rule 14b-l(d). as adopted 
mckes clear that, without assurance by 
the registrant, or reimbursement of 
reasonable expenses, both direct and 
indirect, incurred in connection with 
performing its obligations under the rule, 
a broker need not satisfy its obligations 
under paragraph (b) and (c) of Rule 
14b-l. A broker is obligated, under 
paragraph (a), however, to supply the 
information requested by the registrant 
without rqgard to reimbursement. 

D. Rule 14c-7 

The Commission received several 
comments to its proposed amendments 
to Rule 14c-7 suggesting that Rule 14c-7, 
governing the distribution of information 
statements and annual reports to 
security holders, be amended to conform 
with Rule 14a-13. The Commission 
agrees that such amendments would be 
useful and. accordingly, has amended 
Rule 14c-7 to conform, to the extent 
appropriate, with Rule 14a-13. 

V. Statutory Basis and Text of 
Amendments 

These amendments ore being adopted 
pursuant to sections 12. 14.17 and 23(a) 
of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934. 

List of Subjects in 17 CPR Part 240 

Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements. Securities. 

VL Text of Amendments 

In accordance with the foregoing Title 
17. Chapter 11 of Ihe Code of Pederal 
Regulations Is amended as follows: 

PART 240—GENERAL RULES AND 
REGULATIONS. SECURITIES 
EXCHANGE ACT OF 1934 

1. The authority citation for Part 240 is 
amended by adding the following 
citation (Citations before • * * indicate 
general rulemaking authority). 

Authority: Sec. 23. 4ft Stat. 901. an 
amended; 15 U.S C 7Bw. * • • §§ 240.144-3. 
Hu-13, 14b-l and 14c-7 also issued under 
sections 12.14 and 17.15 U.S.C. 781. 7ftn and 

§ 240.14a-3 tAmended) 

2. By removing paragraph (d) 
including Notes 1 and 2 and 


redesignating paragraphs (e) and (f) as 
paragraphs (dj and (e) of § 240.l4u-3. 

3. By adding § 240.14a-13 to read as 
follows: 

} 240.14a-13 Obligation of registrants In 
communicating with beneficial owners. 

(a) If the registrant knows that 
securities of any class entitled to vote at 
a meeting (or by written consents or 
authorizations if no meeting is held) 
with respect to which the registrant 
intends to solicit proxies, consents or 
authorizations arc held of record by a 
broker, dealer, bank or voting trustee, or 
their nominees, the registrant shall: 

(1) By first class mail or other equally 
prompt means: (i) inquire of such record 
holders: (A) whether other persons are 
the beneficial owners of such securities 
and if so, the number of copies of the 
proxy and other soliciting material 
necessary to supply such material to 
beneficial owners: and, in the case of an 
annual (or special in lieu of the annual) 
meeting, or written consents in lieu of 
such meeting, at which directors are to 
be elected, the number of copies of the 
annual report to security holders 
necessary to supply such material to 
beneficial owners to whom such reports 
are to be distributed by the broker, 
dealer, bank, voting trustee or their 
nominees and not by the registrant; and 
(B) if the record holder has an obligation 
under § 240.14b-l(c). whether an agent 
has been designated to act on Its behalf 
in fulfilling such obligation and. if so. the 
name and address of such agent; and (ii) 
indicate to such record holders which 
are brokers or dealers whether the 
registrant, pursuant to paragraph (c) of 
this section, intends to distribute the 
annual report to security holders to 
beneficial owners of its securities who 
have not objected to disclosure of their 
names, addresses and securities 
positions. 

(2) Make the inquiry at least 20 
calendar days prior to the record date of 
the meeting of security holders, or (i) if 
such inquiry is impracticable 20 
calendar days prior to the record date of 
a special meeting, as many days before 
the record dAte of such meeting as is 
practicable or (ii) if. consents or 
authorizations are solicited, and such 
inquiry is impracticable 20 calendar 
days before the earliest date on which 
they may be used to effect corporate 
oction. as many days as is practicable, 
or (iii) at such later time as the rules of a 
national securities exchange on which 
the class of securities in question is 
listed may permit for good cause shown; 
and 

(3) Shall supply, in a timely manner, 
the record holders of whom the inquiry 
is made with additional copies of the 


proxy, other proxy soliciting material, 
and/or the annual report to security 
holders, in such quantities, assembled in 
such form and at such a place, as the 
record holder may reasonably request in 
order to addresB and send one copy of 
each to each beneficial owner of 
securities who is to be furnished with 
such material by the broker, dealer, 
bank, voting trustee or their nominees. 
The number of annual reports supplied 
shall be sufficient to supply those 
beneficial owners to whom the report is 
to be distributed by the broker, dealer, 
bank, voting trustee or their nominees. 
The registrant shall upon the request of 
such record holder, pay its reasonable 
expenses for completing the mailing of 
such material to record holders to whom 
the material is sent. 

Note I.—If the registrant's list of security 
holders indicates that some of its securities 
are registered in the name of a clearing 
agency registered pursuant to section 17A of 
the Act (tf.y., "Cede A Co.." nominee for the 
. Depository Trust Company), the registrant 
shall make appropriate inquiry of the clearing 
agency and thereafter of the participants In 
such clearing agency who may hold on behalf 
of a beneficial owner, and shall comply with 
lhe above paragraph with respect to any such 
participant. 

Note 2.—The attention of registrant is 
called to the fact that brokers and dealers 
have an obligation pursuant to § 240.14b~1(b) 
and applicable self-regulatory organization 
requirements to obtain and forward, within 
the time periods prescribed therein, (a) proxy 
soliciting muterials to all beneficial owners, 
and (b) annual reports to security holders, to 
all beneficial owners unless the registrant has 
notified the broker or dealer that it has 
assumed responsibility to mail such material 
to non-objecting beneficial owners in which 
cose the broker or dealer shall mail such 
material to objecting beneficial owners. 

(b) Any registrant requesting pursuant 
to ( 240.146-1 (c) a list of names, 
addresses and securities positions of 
beneftcia! owners of its securities who 
have not objected to disclosure of such 
information shall: 

(1) Request such list from all brokers 
and dealers (through their agents) 
having customers who are beneficial 
owners of the registrant's securities; 

(2) Use the information so furnished 
exclusively for purposes of corporate 
communications: and 

(3) Upon the request of such brokers 
and dealers, through their agents, pay 
the reasonable expenses, both direct 
and indirect, of providing beneficial 
owner information. 

Note.—A registrant will be deemed to have 
satisfied its obligations under paragraph (b) 
of this section by requesting non-objecting 
beneficial owner lists from a designated 
agent acting on behalf of the broker or dealer 
and paying to that designated agent Ihe 
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reasonable expenses of providing the 
beneficial owner information. 

(c) A registrant, at its option, may mail 
its annual report to security holders to 
the beneficial owners whoso identifying 
information is provided by brokers and 
dealers, through their agents, pursuant 
to § 240.14b-l(c), provided that such 
registrant notifies the brokers and 
dealers, at the time a search card 
requesting the beneficial owner 
information in accordance with 
paragraph (a) of this section is sent that 
the registrant will mail the annual report 
to security holders to the beneficial 
owners so identified. 

4. By revising §240.14b-1 to read as 
follows: 

5 240.14t>-1 Obligation of registered 
brokers and dealers In connection with the 
prompt forwarding of certain 
communications to beneficial owners. 

A broker or dealer registered under 
section 15 of the Act shall: 

(a) Respond no later than seven 
business days after receipt of an inquiry 
made in accordance with $ 240.14a- 
13(a) by or on behalf of a registrant 
soliciting proxies, consents or 
authorizations by indicating, by means 
of a search card or otherwise: (1) The 
approximate number of its customers 
who are beneficial owners of the 
registrant's securities that are held off 
record by the broker, dealer or its 
nominees: 

(2) The number of its customers who 
are beneficial owners of the registrant's 
securities who have objected to 
disclosure of their names, addresses and 
securities positions if the registrant has 
indicated, pursuant to j 240.14a- 
13(a)(l)(ii). that it will distribute the 
annual report to security holders to 
beneficial owners of its securities who 
have not objected to disclosure of their 
names, addresses and securities 
positions: and (3) the identity of its 
designated agent, if any. acting on 
behalf of the broker or dealer in fulfilling 
its obligations under paragraph (c) of 
this section; 

(b) Upon receipt of the proxy, other 
proxy soliciting materia), and/or annua! 
reports to security holders, forward such 
materials to its customers who are 
beneficial owners of the registrant's 
securities no later than five business 
days after the receipt of the proxy 
material or annual reports: and 

(c) Through its agent or directly, 
provide the registrant, upon the 
registrant's request, with the names, 
addresses and securities positions, 
compiled as of a date specified In the 
registrant's request which may be the 
registrant's record date for its latest 
annual or special meeting of security 


holders, or, if not in connection with a 
meeting, another date which is no 
earlier than five business days after 
receipt of the registrant's request, of its 
customers who are beneficial owners of 
the registrant's securities and who have 
not objected to disclosure of such 
information. A broker or dealer, through 
its agent or directly, will be required to 
transmit the data to the registrant no 
later than five business days after the 
record date or other date specified by 
the registrant. 

Note.— Where a broker or dealer employs a 
designated agent to act on its behalf in 
performing the obligations imposed on the 
broker oi dealer by paragraph (c) of this 
section, the five business day time period for 
forwarding beneficial owner information is 
calculated from the date the designated agent 
receives the registrant's request. In complying 
with the registrant's request for beneficial 
owner information under paragraph (c) of this 
section, a broker or dealer need only supply 
the registrant with the names, addresses and 
securities positions of non-objecting 
beneficial owners. 

(d] A broker or dealer need not satisfy 

(1) its obligations under paragraphs (b) 
and (c) of this section if a registrant 
does not provide assurance of 
reimbursement of the broker s or 
dealer's reasonable expenses, both 
direct and indirect, incurred in 
connection with performing the 
obligations imposed by this section; or 

(2) its obligation under paragraph (b) of 
this section to forward annual reports to 
non-objecting beneficial owners 
identified by the broker or dealer, 
through its agent or directly, pursuant to 
paragraph (c) of this section if the 
registrant notifies the broker or dealer 
pursuant to $ 240.14a-13(c) that the 
registrant will mail the annual report to 
such non-objecting beneficial owners, 
identified by the broker or dealer and 
delivered in a list to the registrant 
pursuant to paragraph (c) of this section. 

5. By revising { 240.14o7 to read as 
follows; 

§ 240.14c-7 Providing copies of material 
for certain beneficial owners. 

(a) If the registrant knows that 
securities of any class entitled to vote at 
a meeting, or by written authorizations 
or consents if no meeting is held, are 
held of record by a broker, dealer, bank 
or voting trustee, or their nominees, the 
registrant shall: 

(1) By first class mail or other equally 
prompt means, fi) inquire of such record 
holders whether other persons ore the 
beneficial owners of such securities and, 
if so. the number of copies of the 
information statement necessary to 
supply such materia) to beneficial 
owners and. in the case of an annual (or 
special in lieu of the annual) meeting, or 


written consents in lieu of such meeting, 
at which directors are to be elected, the 
number of copies of the annual report to 
security holders, necessary to supply 
such material to such beneficial owners 
for whom proxy material has not been 
and is not to be made available and to 
whom such reports are to be distributed 
by the brokers, dealer, bank, voting 
trustee or their nominees and not by the 
registrant; and 

(2) Indicate to such record holders 
which are brokers or dealers whether 
the registrant pursuant to paragraph (c) 
of this section, intends to distribute the 
annual report to security holders to 
beneficial owners of its securities who 
have not objected to disclosure of their 
names, addresses and securities 
positions: and 

(3) Supply, in a timely manner, such 
record holder of whom the inquiry is 
made with additional copies of the 
information statement and the annual 
report to security holders, in such 
quantities, assembled in such form and 
at such a place, as the record holder 
may reasonably request in order to 
address and send one copy of each to 
each beneficial owner of securities who 
is to be furnished with such muterial by 
the broker, dealer, bank, voting trustee 
or their nominees. The number of annual 
reports supplied shall be sufficient to 
supply those beneficial owners to whom 
the report is to be distributed by the 
broker, dealer, bank, voting trustee or 
their nominees. The registrant shall, 
upon the request of such record holder, 
pay its reasonable expenses for 
completing the mailing of such material 
to security holders to whom the material 
is sent. 

Note 1.—If the registrant's list of security 
holders indicates that some of its securities 
are registered In the name of a clearing 
agency registered pursuant to section 17A of 
the Act (eg.. "Cede & Co..’* nominee for the 
Depository Trust Company) the registrant 
shall make appropriate inquiry of the clearing 
agency and thereafter of the participonts in 
such a clearing agency who may hold on 
behalf of u beneficial owner, and shall 
comply with the above rule with respect to 
any such participant. 

Note 2.—The requirement for sending an 
annual report to security holders of record 
having the some address will be satisfied by 
sending at least one report to a holder of 
record at that address provided that those 
holders of record to whom a report is not sent 
agree thereto In writing. This procedure Is not 
available to registrants, however, where 
banks, brokers and dealers and other persons 
hold securities in nominee accounts or "afreet 
names" on behaf of beneficial owners, and 
such persons are not relieved of any 
obligation to obtain or send such annual 
report to the beneficial owners 
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Note 3.—The attention of registrants is 
called to the fact that brokers and dealers 
have an obligation pursuant to applicable 
self-regulatory organization requirements to 
obtain and toward, in a timely manner, (a) 
information statements to all beneficial 
owners, and (b) when requested by the 
registrant annual reports to security holders 
to beneficial owners for whom such brokers 
and dealers hold securities. 

(b) Any registrant requesting a list of 
names, addresses and securities 
positions of beneficial owners of its 
securities who have not objected to 
disclosure of such information shall. 

(1) Request such list from all brokers 
and dealers (through their agents) 
having customers who are beneficial 
owners of the registrant's securities; 

(2) Use the information so furnished 
exclusively for purposes of corporate 
communications; and 

(3) Upon the request of such brokers 
and dealers, through their agents, pay 
the reasonable expenses, both direct 
and indirect, of providing beneficial 
owner information. 

Nota.—A registrant will be deemed to have 
satisfied its obligations under paragraph (b) 
of this section by requesting non-objecting 
beneficial owner lists from a designated 
agent acting on behalf of the broker or dealer 
and paying to that designated agent the 
reasonable expenses of providing the 
beneficial owner information, 

(c) A registrant, at its option, may mail 
its annual report to security holders to 
the beneficial owners whose identifying 
information is provided by brokers and 
dealers, through their agents, provided 
that such registrant notifies the brokers 
and dealers in accordance with 
paragaph (a) of this section that the 
registrant will mail the annual report to 
security holders to the beneficial owners 
so identified. 

By the Commission. 

October 15,1985. 

Shirley E. Hollis, 

Assistant Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 05-25107 Filed 10-21-05; 8:45 am) 
MtUNO CODE SOtO-OMS 


17CFR Part 270 

(Release No. IC-14756; Fife No. S7-15-S4) 

Pricing of an Initial Purchase Payment 
for a Variable Annuity Contract 

agency: Securities and Exchange 
Commission. 

action: Final rule amendments. 

summary: The Commission is adopting 
an amendment to a rule under the 
Investment Company Act of 1940 that 
will permit an insurance company 
separate account to price an initial 


purchase payment for a variable annuity 
contract in accordance with a "two day/ 
five day" procedure. The amended rule 
is part of a series of Commission rules 
intended to codify the standards applied 
to routine separate account exemptive 
and interpretive questions. The 
Commission is also adopting related 
technical amendments to one of the 
general rules under the Act. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: October 22,1985. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Brian M. Kaplowitz. Special Counsel 
(202) 272-2061, or Karen L Skidmore, 
Attorney (202) 272-3017, Office of 
Insurance Products and Legal 
Compliance. Division of Investment 
Management, Securities and Exchange 
Commission, 450 Fifth Street NW.. 
Washington. D.C. 20549. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Securities and Exchange Commission 
("Commission") today announced the 
adoption of an amendment to rule 22c-l 
[17 CFR 270.22c-l] under the Investment 
Company Act of 1940 [15 U.S.C. 80a-l et 
seq.J ("Act") that permits any registered 
insurance company separate account 
("separate account") to price an initial 
purchase payment for a variable annuity 
contract ("variable annuity" or 
"contract") in accordance with a "two 
day/five day" procedure. Specifically, 
the amendment permits a separate 
account to price an initial purchase 
payment not later than two business 
days after receipt of the order to 
purchase by the insurance company 
sponsoring the separate account 
("insurer"), if the variable annuity 
application and other information 
necessary for processing the order to 
purchase (collectively, "application") 
are complete upon receipt, and to retain 
the purchase payment for up to five 
business days while attempting to 
obtain the information necessary to 
complete an incomplete application. If 
the application cannot be completed 
within five business days after receipt, 
the purchase payment must be returned 
immediately and in full, unless the 
prospective purchaser is informed of the 
reasons for the delay and specifically 
consents to the insurer retaining the 
purchase payment until the application 
is made complete. 

The Commission believes the "two 
day/five day" procedure appropriately 
balances the insurance-related functions 
involved in the initial sale of a variable 
annuity and the Act's prompt pricing 
requirement. The initial sale of a 
variable annuity, unlike a sale of typical 
investment company shares, generally 
involves an insurance and suitability 
examination and the processing of a 
lengthy application by the insurer. Since 


these matters usually cannot be 
resolved within one day, strict 
compliance with rule 22c-l might not be 
possible. The two business day period 
allowed for processing the initial 
completed application and payment 
accommodates this problem. * 1 Similarly, 
the exemption from rule 22c-l granted in 
the case of an incomplete application 
will alleviate the industry's concern 
with literal compliance with the rule. At 
the same time, the amendment's 
guidelines for the treatment of 
incomplete applications will require 
insurers to act promptly in completing 
and approving a prospective purchaser s 
application. The guidelines require that 
after five business days, the purchaser 
must be given the opportunity to 
determine whether he wishes to pursue 
the application or receive a refund. 

This rule amendment is part of a 
series of Commission rules intended to 
codify the standards applied to routine 
separate account exemptive and 
interpretive questions.* Additionally* the 
Commission is adopting related 
technical amendments to rule O-l(e) [17 
CFR 270.(M(e)J under the Act. The 
background and reasons for the 
proposal and set forth in Investment 
Company Act Release No. 1C-13913 
(May 1, 1984) (49 FR 19320, May 7,1984] 

Discussion 

The amendment adopted herein was 
proposed for public comment on May 1. 
1984. In response, the Commission 
received one comment letter.* While the 
commentator supported the proposed 
modifications to rule 22c-l, it 
questioned at the outset the need to 
adopt the interpretive position in a 
formal rule. It also suggested a series of 
changes to the proposed amendments. 

With respect to the need for amending 
rule 22c~l. the commentator stated that 
the proposed "two day/five day" 
procedure already appeared to be 
uniformly applied and that, as an 
informal position, it provided the 
flexibility to address evolving 
circumstances. It has been the 
experience of the staff, however, that 
there has been confusion over the years 
about the circumstances under which 
this position may be relied upon. This 


' Since these insurance-related matters arise only 
In the processing of an initial purchase payment all 
subsequent purchase payments must continue to be 
priced without use of the "two doy/five day” 
procedure. 

1 See. •£, Investment Company Act Rel. No. 
13407 (July 28, 1863) (46 FR 30007. Aug. 9,11W3) fmle 
lle-2): Investment Company Act Rel No. 13400 
(July 28,1083) (48 FR 30243. Aug. 18 1963) (rule Se¬ 
al- 

• The comment letter was subsequently amplihrd 
by a second letter from the same commentator. 
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rulemaking initiative was motivated by 
the need to publish and to clarify the 
' two day/five day" procedure for all 
variable annuity issuers. It would 
appear preferable to provide certainty 
for the industry and the public in the 
important area of pricing than to refrain 
from action because of possible variant 
situations which may develop in the 
future. The Commission and the staff 
can subsequently address "evolving 
circumstances" as they actually occur, 
as specific applications for exemptive 
relief or formal requests for a no-action 
position. 

With respect to the substance of the 
proposed changes to rule 22o-l. the 
commentator recommended a series of 
refinements which it stated would 
clarify the scope of the proposal and 
make it more useful. Most of the 
suggested changes addressed certain 
"logistical problems" asserted to be 
present in group contracts. The changes 
included expanding the definition of a 
prospective purchaser, providing for 
"implied consent" in certain tax- 
qualified contract situations, and 
expanding the five business day 
requirement for obtaining consent. In 
addition, the commentator proposed that 
the rule amendments clearly state when 
a contract ia deemed to have been 
received by the insurer and that the 
notice and consent requirements may be 
satisfied by telephonic or oral 
communication. The Commission has 
determined to adopt the rule with 
certain clarifying language in both the 
rule and this accompanying release. The 
main points are discussed below. 

/. Receipt of the Purchase Order by the 
Sponsor Insurance Company 

The commentator recommended that 
the amended rule state clearly that an 
order to purchase a variable annuity is 
deemed received when it arrives at the 
administrative offices of the insurance 
company, not when a representative or 
agent of the insurance company receives 
the application. 4 This approach, the 
commentator contended, recognizes that 
the insurance features giving rise to the 
need for extra time in the initial pricing- 
in, /.&, underwriting and processing, 
usually take place at the insurer's 
administrative offices. 

The Commission has not incorporated 
the commentator’s suggestion into the 
amended rule. It believes there is no real 
need to change current practice by 
requiring a company to designate its 
administrative offices as the only 
appropriate points for acceptance of a 
purchase order. Virtually all companies 


* * * company"! administrative offices nuiy include 
Doth ■ home office and any regional office 


currently provide in the contract and 
disclose in the prospectus when 
communications and payments are 
deemed received, e.g.. "at our principal 

administrative office before_ p.m." 

Thus, in most cases, receipt at an 
administrative office is the pertinent 
event. 4 However, should an insurer wish 
to authorize either an agent or a 
representative, in addition to its 
administrative offices, to accept a 
purchaser's offer to enter into a variable 
annuity contract (by tender of an 
application and payment), the 
Commission sees no reason why the 
pricing-in period should not begin to run 
tor that compahy at the place where the 
contract may be made binding. Thus, 
"receipt" for pricing purposes under rule 
22c-l(c) means receipt by the person 
(including a corporate entity) 
empowered to accept the contract as 
defined under the terms of the contract 
and disclosed in the prospectus. 

2. Type of Communication Necessary To 
Satisfy the Notification and Consent 
Requirements 

The proposed rule amendments would 
require that a prospective purchaser be 
informed of the reasons for the delay if 
an incomplete application has not been 
made complete within five business 
days of its receipt. 6 They would further 
require that the purchase payment be 
returned immediately unless the 
prospective purchaser specifically 
consents to the insurer retaining it until 
the application is made complete. 7 

The commentator recommended that 
the notification and consent 
requirements be deemed to be satisfied 
by telephonic or oral communication 
and that the rule be modified to state 
this clearly. 6 The commentator noted 
that any interpretation of the amended 
rule as requiring a written 
communication from an insurer's 
administrative office would make the 
rule unworkable, as a practical matter. 
The Commission agrees that either 
telephonic or oral communication is 
acceptable for purposes of the proposed 
amendments, although it has determined 
not to revise the language of the final 


• Even where an administrative office is the point 
of receipt, the insurer may attlL of course, permit an 
agent to accept an application and payment for 
forwarding to the administrative office The 
Commission has not been made aware of any 
problems arising from delays by the agent In 
remitting the application and accompanying 
payment to the administrative office promptly. If 
this became a problem, the Commission would take 
the necessary corrective action, including 
enforcement action If appropriate. 

• Paragraph (cM2)(l). 

• Paragraph (cH2)(U). 

• The proposed amendments were silent as to 
how these requirements might be met. 


rule amendments. The Commission 
wishes, however, to underscore its 
expectation that insurers using this 
method of notification and consent will 
also memorialize any oral exchange 
with a written document to be placed in 
their files and available for inspection. 

3. Suggestions Related to 
Administration Problems of Croup 
Contracts 

a. Definition of the Term. 

"Prospective Purchaser" The 
commentator argued that it is unclear 
under the proposed amendments 
whether, in the cose of a group contract, 
the term "prospective purchaser" means 
a contractowner, a participant under a 
group contract, or an administrator of a 
retirement plan. It suggested that the 
term might be defined to include 
specifically plan administrators and 
employers. Thus, only an administrator 
or employer would have to be notified 
and give consent for an insurer to hold a 
plan participant's funds without pricing 
him In beyond the five business day 
period specified in the proposed 
amendments for an incomplete 
application. This suggested 
modification, the commentator 
contended, would ease the logistical 
problems encountered in some group 
contracts where multiple layers of 
administrators may make it difficult for 
the insurer to contact the applicant 
within the five business days. Similarly, 
the commentator argued that where an 
investor cannot be contacted within that 
time period, plan administrators "often 
prefer" not to have initial purchase 
payments refunded because of the 
"administrative burdens" involved. 

The Commission, while agreeing that 
the term "prospective purchaser" needs 
to be clarified, has determined that it 
would not be appropriate to adopt the 
commentator's suggested definition. For 
purposes of the pricing-in requirements 
of the Act. a prospective purchaser 
refers to either the individual 
contractowner or the individual 
participant under a group contract. 9 It is 
that individual who must consent to the 
insurer retaining the purchase payment 
beyond a minimum period of time 
without pricing him in. The Commission 
understands the industry's viewpoint 
that a large group contract combined 
with several layers of administrators 
may make it more difficult for the 
insurer to trace a particular applicant to 
obtain his consent within the prescribed 
time period. However, if the insurer 
were relieved of this duty by merely 


* A tub-paragraph has been added to the 
amended rule to define ‘"prospective purchaser.” 
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contacting the plan administrator, the 
individual would be denied both the 
benefit of prompt pricing or an 
immediate return of payment and the 
opportunity of choosing to waive that 
benefit. The possibility of some 
additional administrative burden on the 
insurer does not appear to the 
Commission to be an adequate reason to 
deny prospective purchasers the Act's 
protections in this area. 

b. Other suggestions. As an 
alternative to defining ’‘prospective 
purchaser" as suggested, the 
commentator argued that, at a minimum, 
initial purchase payments should not be 
required to be returned as per the 
proposed amendments where a contract 
is purchased by or for a tax-qualified 
retirement program. This, the 
commentator contended, would protect 
participants from any adverse tax 
consequences should the participant be 
inadvertently in receipt of roll-over 
assets [e,g., from an H.R. 10 or corporate 
pension plan) beyond the time period 
prescribed by the tax laws as a result of 
a refund triggered by the five business 
day time period. Alternatively, the 
commentator suggested that the 
Commission support an interpretation 
that consent to retain payments beyond 
five business days would be implied 
where the annuity purchase involves a 
tax-qualified plan transaction or is 
pursuant to certain other group 
arrangements, provided that full 
disclosure of this practice is in the 
prospectus. 

The Commission believes that the 
suggested alternatives would give 
broader relief than necessary to ensure 
that a participant is not inadvertently in 
receipt of funds the subsequent 
repayment of which would disqualify 
him from certain tax-related benefits. 
Under the proposed amendments, the 
insurer need not automatically return 
the purchase payment accompanying an 
incomplete application after five 
business days have elapsed; the insurer 
need only obtain the consent of the 
prospective purchaser in order to hold 
his payment until such time as the 
application is made complete. This 
procedure allows the prospective 
purchaser to determine for himself 
whether he wishes to pursue the 
application further in view of any tax 
consequences or changes in market and 
financial circumstances. Of course, if the 
prospective purchaser cannot be 
reached and, therefore, consent cannot 
be obtained within this period, the 
initial purchase payment must be 
returned. However, the Commission has 
not been made aware of any particular 
instances where this problem has 


actually occurred during the past year 
that the informal "two day/five day" 
procedure has been in use. Therefore, on 
balance, the Commission has 
determined to adopt the amendments 
essentially as proposed. 

4. Definition of the Term "Initial 
Purchase Payment " 

Finally, the commentator observed 
that in regard to "initial purchase 
payments," it was unclear whether new 
participants or new accounts under an 
existing group contract would be eligible 
for the rule's exemptive relief. White it 
is true that the under certain group 
contracts, any new participant is 
automatically enrolled without any 
initial underwriting considerations 
present, nonetheless, a new application 
may involve other insurance-related 
considerations . 10 Therefore, and in 
order not to disadvantage new 
participants in certain group contracts, 
as compared to owners of individual 
contracts, the amended rule will reflect 
additional language to ensure that all 
initial purchase payments made by 
prospective purchasers of either 
individual or group will be covered. 

5. Amendments to Rule O^l(e) 

As proposed, the Commission is 
amending rule O-l(e) of the Genera! 
Rules and Regulations under the Act, 
which defines various terms used in 
certain of those rules, including the term 
"separate account" and sets forth 
conditions for availability of exemptive 
relief for separate accounts pursuant to 
various of those rules, to indude rule 
22 c -1 as one of the rules listed therein. 

Regulatory Flexibility Act Certification 

Pursuant to section 605(b) of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act [15 U.S.C. 
605(b)). the Chairman of the Commission 
previously certified that the adoption of 
the amendment to Rule 22 c-l will not 
have a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. No 
comments were received on that 
certification. 

Paperwork Reduction Act 

The rule amendment is not subject to 
the Act because it does not impose an 
information collection requirement. 


10 For example. •talc tatmaos tow usually 
require* that the individual* applying for insurance 
contract ownership have an “maumnce mtert*r tn 
the petaon named in the annuity contract (■■ either 
annuitant or beneficiary). Therefore. If the 
application doe* not indicate the familiar or 
economic relationship justifying an msarnbi# 
interest the insurer can not accept the application 
until such information can be verified. 


List of Subjects in 17 CFR Part 270 

Investment companies. Reporting and 
recordkeeping requirements. Securities. 

Statutory Basis and Text of Rule 22c- 1 
and Amendments to Rule O-l(e) 

Title 17. Chapter II of the Code of 
Federal Regulations is amended as 
follows: 

PART 270—RULES AND 
REGULATIONS, INVESTMENT 
COMPANY ACT OF 1940 

1 . The authority dtation for Part 270 is 
amended by adding the following 
citation. 

Authority: Secs. 30. 40. 54 Slat 641.042; IS 
U.S C. 80a-37.* * * § 270.1 also issued under 
Sec. 38(a) [15 U.S.C. 80a-37(a)). 1270^2c-l 
also issued under Secs. 8(c). 22(c). and 31 Tb) 
|15 U.S.C. 80a-0(c). UOa-22tc). and 80*-37(«1| 

2 . By revising paragraphs (e) 
introductory text and (e)(2) of 5270.0-1 
to read as follows: 

1 270.0-1 Definition of terms used hi the 
rules and regulations. 

(e) Definition of separate account and 
conditions for availability or exemption 
under §{ 270.8C-6, 27O.0C-7, 270.6C-8. 
270.11a-2.270.14a-2.270.158-3, 270.16a- 
1.270.22C-1, 27<X22d-3.27022e-t. 
270.26a-l. 270-208-2.270.27a-1.27027»- 
2. 270.278-3.270.27C-1. and 27042a-2 of 
this chapter. 

• # • • • 

( 2 ) As conditions to the availability of 
exemptive Rules 60 - 6 ,6o-7, 6 c- 8 , lla- 2 . 
14a-2. 15a-3, lBa-1, 22C-1, 22d-3. 22e-l, 
26a-l. 2tta-2. 27e-1. 27a-2, 27a-3. 27c-l, 
and 32a-2. the separate account shall be 
legally segregated the assets of the 
separate account shall, at the time 
during the year that adjustments in the 
reserves are made, have a value at least 
equal to the reserves and other contract 
liabilities with respect to such account, 
and at all other times, shall have a value 
approximately equal to or in excess of 
such reserves and liabilities: and that 
portion of such assets having a value 
equal to. or approximately equal to, such 
reserves and contract liabilities shall not 
be chorgeable with liabilities arising out 
of any other business which the 
insurance company may conduct. 

3 . By adding new paragraph (c) to 
9 270.22C-1 to read as follows: 

} 270.22c-1 Pricing of redeemable 
securities for distribution, redemption and 
repurchase. 

• • • • • 

(c) Notwithstanding the provisions 
above, any registered separate account 
offering variable annuity contracts, any 
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person designated in such account's 
prospectus as authorized to consummate 
transactions in such contracts, and any 
principal underwriter of or dealer in 
such contracts shall be permitted to 
apply the initial purchase payment for 
any such contract at a price based on 
the current net asset value of such 
contract which is next computed: 

(1) Not later than two business days 
after receipt of the order to purchase by 
the insurance company sponsoring the 
separate account ("insurer"), Lf the 
contract application and other 
information necessary for processing the 
order to purchase (collectively, 
"application") are complete upon 
receipt; or 

(2) Not later than two business days 
after an application which is incomplete 
upon receipt by the insurer is made 
complete. Provided\ That, if an 
incomplete application is not made 
complete within five business days after 
receipt, 

(i) The prospective purchaser shall be 
informed of the reasons for the delay, 
and 

(ii) The initial purchase payment shall 
be returned immediately and in full, 
unless the prospective purchaser 
specifically consents to the insurer 
retaining the purchase payment until the 
application is made complete. 

(3) As used in this section: 

(i) "Prospective Purchaser" shall mean 
either an individual contractowner or an 
individual participant in a group 
contract. 

(ii) "Initial Purchase Payment" shall 
refer to the first purchase payment 
submitted to the insurer by. or on behalf 
of, a prospective purchaser. 

Dated: October 15.1085. 

By the Commission. 

Shirley E. HollU, 

Assistant Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 85-25108 Filed 10-21-85; 8:45 am] 

B4LUMQ COOC tOt0-01 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 
Customs Service 
19 CFR Part 134 
IT.O. 85-158] 

Country of Origin Marking of Pistachio 
Nuts 

agency: U.S. Customs Service. 

Treasury. 

action; Notice of delayed effective date. 

summary; Customs previously ruled 
that imported pistachio nuts which are 
processed by roasting, need not 


subsequently be marked as products of 
the foreign country where grown, but 
become a product of the country where 
the roasting is performed. A request was 
received to rescind these rulings 
because the roasting process does not 
substantially transform pistachio nuts 
which have otherwise attained the 
character in which they will be sold to 
consumers prior to importation. 
Specifically, it was called to Customs 
attention that pistachio nuts which are 
grown in Iran are then roasted 
elsewhere than in Iran. These roasted 
pistachio nuts are then sold without any 
indication that the nuts are products of 
Iran, and under brand names which 
imply that they are products of 
California. Customs decided that the 
roasting; roasting and salting; or 
roasting, salting, and coloring: of 
pistachio nuts, without more, does not 
result in a substantia) transformation. 
Accordingly, by T.D. 85-158, published 
in the Federal Register on September 18, 
1985 (50 FR 37842). the 2 previous rulings 
were rescinded and the containers of 
such products must be marked to 
indicate the country of origin of the raw 
products. This change was to have taken 
effect on October 18,1985. 

However, Customs has received 
requests to delay the effective date T.D. 
85-158. Because the requests have merit. 
Customs has decided to grant 2 
additional months to allow all affected 
parties to comply with the requirements 
of T.D. 85-158. Accordingly, the effective 
date is changed from October 18,1985, 
to December 18,1985. All pistachio nuts 
entered for consumption or withdrawn 
from warehouse on or after this date are 
subject to the ruling. The certification 
requirements of 19 CFR 134.25 will apply 
only to such pistachio nuts. The ruling 
will not affect those pistachio nuts 
which are entered for consumption or 
withdrawn from warehouse before 
October 18.1985, but sold at retail after 
this date. Only those retail packages 
which contain pistachio nuts imported 
on or after the effective date must be 
marked with the country of origin. 

In order to facilitate compliance with 
the ruling, as an interim measure, the 
use of adhesive labels applied to cans 
and packages already in stock or 
manufactured and printed prior to 
September 18,1985 (date of publication 
of the ruling) may be accepted. 
date: The effective date of this 
document is October 15,1985. The new 
effective date for the document 
published in the September 18,1985 (50 
FR 37842) Federal Register is December 
18.1985. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 

Lome R. Rodbart, F.ntry Procedures and 


Penalties Division, U.S. Customs 
Service. 1301 Constitution Avenue. NW., 
Washington. D.C. 20229 (202-566-5785). 
Dated: October 15.1985 

John P. Simpson. 

Director. Office of Regulations and Rulings. 
(FR Doc. 85-24897 Filed 10-18-85: 8:45 am) 
billing cooc ajo- 02 -* 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 

Social Security Administration 

20 CFR Part 416 

(Regulations No. 161 

Supplemental Security Income for the 
Aged, Blind, and Disabled; the 
Automobile; Property Essential to Self- 
Support; The Home 

agency: Social Security Administration, 
HHS. 

action: Final rules. 

summary: The Department of Health 
and Human Services is amending its 
regulations to provide rules where 
resources are excluded because they are 
property essential to an individual's 
self-support. These changes, which do 
not appear in existing regulations, 
include value limits for property 
essential to self-support and the 
conditions under which an individual's 
property will be taken into 
consideration when income-producing 
activities are associated with the home. 
effective date: These regulations are 
effective October 22,1985. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT 
Henry D. Lemer, Legal Assistant, Office 
of Regulations. Social Security 
Administration. 6401 Security 
Boulevard, Baltimore, Maryland 21235, 
telephone (301) 594-7463. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: We 
published the Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking (NPRM) covering the rules 
on the resources provisions on 
November 8,1982 (47 FR 50511). The 
rules on property essential to self- 
support and conditions under which an 
individual's property will be taken into 
consideration when income-producing 
activities are associated with the home 
(which were included in that NPRM) are 
being finalized separately at this time. 
The previously published NPRM 
concerning resources included policies 
on many issues and may not be ready 
for publication as final regulations for 
some time. These rules on property 
essential to self-support are urgently 
needed for accuracy and consistency in 













42684 Federal Register / Vol. 50. No. 204 / Tuesday. October 22. 1085 / Rules and Regulations 


claims adjudication aod appeals at the 
hearing level. Therefore, these rules are 
being finalized at this time. We discuss 
the comments we received on the 
subject rules and our responses to them 
later in the preamble. 

Interim regulations dealing with 
automobiles were published on July 24, 
1979 (44 FR 43265). Those regulations are 
also incorporated in these final 
regulations since they may relate to 
property essential to self-support. The 
comments we received from those 
interim regulations are also discussed in 
the preamble. 

Section 1613(a)(3) of the Social 
Security Act (the Act) states that 
property essential to a person s self* 
support is excluded from resources “in 
accordance with and subject to 
limitations prescribed by the Secretary." 
Current regulations, however, merely 
provide that property essential to self* 
support is excluded from resources if its 
current market value does not exceed 
limits which take into account the 
nature of the business and the gross and 
net income such business may be 
expected to produce. In addition, they 
provide that nonbusiness property is 
essential to self-support if it is relied 
upon by the individual as a significant 
factor in producing income on which he 
or she can live. Current regulations do 
not set limits on the value of property or 
on the amount of income a person must 
get from the property or how it relates to 
a service essential to the person's daily 
activities before the property can be 
excluded as a resource essential to self- 
support. However, limits of SB.000 equity 
value and the requirement of a 6 percent 
annual rate of return for the exclusion of 
pruperty essential to self-support are 
contained in operating instructions. We 
are placing these limits and other 
spec!Hr: rules in these regulations. 

Under these rules, we will exclude 
from countable resources up to $6,000 of 
a person's equity in business and 
nonbirstncss income-producing assets 
(other than the home property) if each 
income-producing activity produces a 
net annual income to the individual of at 
least 0 percent of the excluded equity 
value. This net annual income 
requirement must be met every year. 
However, if an activity produces less 
than a 6 percent return due to 
circumstances beyond the individual's 
control (for example, crop failure, 
illness, etc.) and there is a reasonable 
expectation that the activity will again 
produce a 0 percent return, the property 
is also excluded. 

We are providing an exception to the 
$8,OOO/0-percent rule in these final 
regulations as a result of public 
comments received after publication of 


the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking on 
the resources provisions on November 0, 
1962, at 47 FR 50511. The $6,000/0- 
percent rule will not apply to any 
property essential to self-support that 
represents the authority granted by a 
governmental agency to engage in an 
income-producing activity. An example 
of this type of property is a commercial 
fishing permit. 

The rationale for this exception is that 
there is an important distinction 
between property that provides the 
authority to engage in an activity and 
property, such as tools and machinery, 
that is actually used to perform the 
activity. For activities which require the 
approval of an authorizing governmental 
agency, a person cannot even attempt to 
become self-supporting without official 
permission. By recognizing this 
distinction, we will allow these 
individuals to engage in their chosen 
activities on an equal footing with other 
persons who do not need permission to 
undertake an activity. However, when 
this type of property is not used in a 
trade or business or nonbusiness 
income-producing activity, and there is 
no reasonable expectation that it will be 
used, it is a countable resource subject 
to the applicable limit 

We are also revising the regulations to 
show that if any income-producing 
property also qualifies as the 
individual's home (principal place of 
residence), it is excluded from countable 
resources under the homo exclusion. 

Any income-producing assets that are 
located on the home property* but do not 
qualify under the home exclusion, 
however, may be excluded in certain 
instances as “property essential to self- 
support." 

Due to changes in operating policy, a 
limit of S6.000 equity value and a 
requirement of a 6-percent annual rate 
of return on income-producing property 
associated with the home already apply 
to all claims filed January 1,1961 or 
later. In any claim Hied on or after 
October 1.1976 and before January 1. 
1981. income-producing property was 
excluded regardless of value, if the 
income producing property was 
associated with an excluded home. 

Thus, the group of individuals whose 
claims were filed on or after October 1. 
1976 and before January 1.1981 has 
been advantaged by not having this self- 
support property subjected to the 
$6.000/6-percent rule. By bringing this 
group in line with similarly situated SSI 
recipients, some of these recipients may 
lose SS! benefits. To lessen the effect of 
this change, we intend to apply the rule 
only prospectively upon routine 
redetermmation of eligibility. 


In addition, we are amending the rules 
dealing with (an) automobile(s). The 
rules for automobiles in these final 
regulations are the same rules, with one 
exception, that were published in the 
Federal Register on July 24,1979 (44 FR 
43265) with interim effect. The 
exception, which is the exclusion of a 
vehicle for use as transportation in 
unusual climate and terrain, has been 
moved from the rules concerning 
property essential to self-support to the 
section concerning automobiles. This 
promotes consistency and curtails the 
number of automobiles that may be 
excluded from resources. In some 
situations, current regulations may 
allow for the exclusion of more than one 
automobile. 

Section 416.1212 defines the home and 
explains that the home is not counted 
toward the resource limit, regardless of 
its value. If a person leaves the home to 
move into an institution, we will not 
count the home as a resource as long as 
a spouse or dependent relative of the 
eligible Individual continues to live 
there. 

Section 416.1218 explains the rules 
dealing with (an) automobile(s). We 
indicate in this section that either an 
individual's equity or the current market 
value will be used to value an 
automobile depending on the situation. 
The rules for automobiles in these 
regulations are essentially the same 
rules that were published in the Federal 
Register on July 24.1979 (44 FR 43265) 
with interim effect. We invited public 
comments through September 24.1979. 
Views were expressed by several 
commenters on the automobile interim 
rules and are being addressed later in 
this preamble. These rules were 
effective November l, 1979. However, 
we are modifying this section to provide 
for the total exclusion of an automobile 
necessary for transportation to perform 
essential daily activities in unusual 
climate and terrain. Current rules 
provide for this exclusion as part of the 
rules about property essential to self- 
support This final rule relocates this 
exclusion to 5 416.1218. 

The rules dealing with property 
essential to self-support are in 
§§ 416 1220 through 410.1227. When we 
count the value of the resources persons 
have, we do not count the value of 
property essential to self-support, if it 
meets certain requirements. Property 
essential to self-support can include 
both real and personal property used in 
a trade or business, nonbusiness 
income-producing property, and 
property not used for income 
production. Property essential to solf- 
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support does not include the home as 
defined in $ 410.1212, 

Sections 416.1220 through 416.1224 
describe property essential to self- 
support and explain how we count that 
property. These sections provide 
specific value limits for property 
essential to self-support. We will 
exclude as property essential to self- 
support up to $8,000 of an individual’s 
equity in property if it yields him or her 
a net annual return of at least 6 percent 
of his or her equity up to $8,000. If the 
individual’s equity is greater than $8,000. 
we count only the equity that exceeds 
$6,000 toward the resource limit (as 
described in S 416.1205) if the net annual 
income requirement of 6 percent is met 
on the amount of the excluded equity. 
Section 416.1222(b) excepts from the 
$6,000 and 6 percent requirements any 
property essential to self-support that 
represents the authority granted by a 
governmental agency to engage in an 
income-producing activity. 

Sections 418.1225 through 416.1227 
describe the conditions under which we 
exclude resources that beneficiaries use 
or set aside to complete an approved 
plan to become self-supporting. These 
rules are not new but have been in 
Subpart Q, Referral for Rehabilitation 
Services. Other Benefits. Other Services 
and Assistance. The rules are now being 
located in this subpart because they 
concern resources. These rules are also 
similar to the income rules on an 
approved plan for self-support that were 
published in the Federal Register on 
Oclober 3,1980 (45 FR 65541). 

Comments Received Following 
Publication of the Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking on the Home and Property 
Essential to Self-Support (Published 
Novembers. 1982 (47 FR 50511)) 

Comment: One commenter suggested 
that the term “principal place of 
residence’* should be defined in 
S 4iai210(c) (now i 416.1212(c)) of the 
resources provisions because a home 
can still be excluded if an individual 
leaves the home and has the intent to 
return. The intent to return rule causes 
homes for institutionalized individuals 
to be excluded for years, even if there is 
no dependent relative living there. 

Response: The term “principal place 
of residence” is defined as the home in 
5 416.1212 (along with the requirement 
for ownership interest). The rules that 
describe institutionalized individuals 
are in § 418.211. Further defining the 
term “principal place of residence” will 
not eliminate the need to establish an 
individual’s intent, since it remains our 
policy that the home will be considered 
the individual's principal place of 


residence if he or she moves to an 
institution, but intends to return home. 

Comment One commenter suggested 
that the last sentence of $ 416.1210(c) 
(now { 418.1212(c)) of the resources 
provisions be amended so that the home 
exclusion will now apply where the 
dependent relative is a spouse or a 
minor child and lives in an individual's 
home while the individual is in an 
institution. 

Response: We are modifying the 
regulation to make it clear that our 
current policy is that the home exclusion 
will continue to apply as long as a 
spouse or dependent relative lives in the 
home. 

Comment Several commenters 
suggested that the proposed rule 
concerning property essential to self- 
support ($8,000 equity value/6-percent 
net annual income) in proposed 
§ 416.1220(b) (now S 418.1222(a)) be 
revised since the limits were based on 
an earlier survey. The present limit will 
not permit SSI recipients to be self- 
supporting and does not lake into 
account the high inflation since the start 
of the program. Several commenters 
were especially concerned about the 
efTect of the limits on small farmers. 

Response: It is true that the proposed 
limits on property essential to self- 
support were based on an earlier 
survey. At the time, we considered 
Congressional intent reviewed State 
plan requirements used in former Slate 
programs, analyzed some small income 
producing operations, and conducted a 
study of approximately 600 claims 
involving income producing property. 

We also considered the value of the 
property involved and the income being 
derived from it. The decision to base the 
$6,000 limit on equity instead of current 
market value took into account the 
capital investment necessary in farming 
and other small businesses. Also, the 
use of equity instead of current market 
value to evaluate property essential to 
self-support does permit individuals 
who might otherwise be ineligible based 
on the market value of the property to 
receive SSI benefits because the 
property is encumbered. 

The equity value limit, therefore, 
would allow small fanners to own 
valuable resources and remain eligible 
for SSI since farm equipment and 
machinery can be encumbered. For 
farmers also, the home exclusion can 
exclude from resources the land on 
which they farm, oftentimes a high value 
asset. So we think the combination of a 
rule based on equity value and a rule 
excluding the farmer’s land provides 
sufficient safeguards that truly needy 
farmers can be eligible for SSI. 


In administering this national needs 
based program, it has been our 
experience that the proposed uniform 
nationwide limits are reasonable in the 
generality of cases. However, we are not 
unmindful of the concerns raised and we 
will therefore continue to evaluate the 
reasonableness of the limits and will 
make any changes we decide are 
necessary in light of our evaluation. 

Comment One commenter stated that 
the equity value limitation concerning 
property essentia] to self-support is 
inappropriate when applied to 
commercial fishermen in the State of 
Alaska. An Alaskan limited entry permit 
is apparently valued by the State up to 
$33,000. The proposed rule essentially 
forces Alaska’s blind, elderly, and 
disabled fishermen and fisherwomen to 
choose between work and welfare. They 
must either keep their fishing permits 
and continue to fish (notwithstanding 
the risk that they will not earn enough to 
fully support themselves and their 
families) or sell their permits. In the 
short term, the sale would bring them 
money. However, after the proceeds of 
the sale were spent they would be 
wholly dependent on the Government 
for support The rule, therefore, is 
inconsistent with Congress’ intent in 
creating SSI. 

Response: We are adopting an 
exception to the $6.000/6-percent rule in 
response to this comment. The general 
limits will not apply to any property 
used in a trade or business or a 
nonbusiness income-producing activity 
that is essential to self-support if the 
property represents the authority 
granted by a governmental agency to 
engage in an income-producing activity. 
Unlike the equipment and land of small 
farmers, these fishermen's highest value 
asset, their permits which they are 
required by State law to obtain in order 
to fish, cannot be effectively excluded 
by the general limits or any other 
resource exclusion. The exception, 
therefore, attempts to place on a par all 
individuals who engage in self-support 
activities. The exception will apply not 
<Just to fishing permits but to any asset 
that represents the authority to engage 
in a self-support activity. 

Comment One commenter stated that 
• the $6,000 equity limit on the amount of 
resources essential to self-support in 
proposed $ 416.1220(b) (now 
i 416.1222(a)) will almost always 
preclude the exclusion in cases where 
an individual is institutionalized and 
rents his or her home while in the 
institution. The limit is too low to enable 
an individual to keep his or her home 
while in the institution and could cause 
the home to be sold. This situation could 
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cause an individual to have no home 
when he or she leaves the institution. 

Response: The home will remain 
excluded from resources as the 
individual's principal place of residence 
while the individual is in an institution if 
the individual has the intention of 
returning to the home when he or she is 
released from the institution. 

Comments Received Following 
Publication of Interim Regulations on 
the Automobile (Published July 24,1979 
(44 FR 43266)) 

Comment : Two commenters suggested 
that the current market value of an 
automobile be its wholesale price and 
not its retail price. The trade-in 
wholesale value is the amount of money 
that the individual will receive if the 
automobile is sold, and thus should be 
the value placed on the vehicle. 

Response: In determining the current 
market value of an automobile, we do 
use the wholesale value rather than the 
retail value. This policy is spelled out in 
the operating instructions. 

Comment' One commenter suggested 
that an indexing clause be included in 
the final rule since the $4,500 amount 
was adopted by Congress in 1977. Can 
this amount be considered "reasonable" 
in future years? 

Response: We are not adopting the 
suggestion to include an indexing clause 
to update the limit on the automobile 
because program experience shows that 
the first automobile owned by an SSI 
recipient/applicant is excluded in 
virtually all cases. Few automobiles 
owned by SSI individuals are worth 
more than $4,500 wholesale, and it is 
very rare that a first automobile worth 
more than $4,500 does not qualify for 
exclusion because of how it is used as 
described in 9 416.1218 of the 
regulations. 

Comment : One commenter suggested 
that the rule in § 416.1218(b)(3), which 
would require that the individual's 
equity in a second car be counted, 
should be clarified to explain the 
reference to 9 416.1224(d) concerning a 
motor vehicle which is considered 
essential to self-support. 

Response: The reference to 
9 416.1224(d) has been changed and the 
rule rewritten to make it easier to 
understand. The new rule was placed in 
9 416.1214(b)(l)(iv) of the NPRM that 
was published November 8,1982 (47 FR 
50511) and is being finalized in this 
publication as 9 418.1218(b)(l)(iv). It 
explains that an automobile is totally 
excluded if necessary to perform 
essential daily activities in unusual 
climate or terrain. The rule was 
relocated from the self-support rules to 
the automobile rules. 


Comment One commenter stated that 
the reason which prompted Congress to 
adopt a market value of $4,500 to 
evaluate an automobile for food stamp 
recipients does not exist in the SSI 
program. Congress was attempting to 
correct the public perception of abuse of 
the food stamp program by individuals 
who owned expensive cars and whose 
automobiles were excluded because the 
law permitted exclusion of one 
automobile regardless of value if used 
for a household member’s 
transportation. Since this is not the 
predicament of the SSI program, the 
commenter states SSA had no reason to 
depart from the equity standard for 
evaluating the automobile. Also, several 
commenters requested additional 
rationale to support the evaluation of 
the first car at current market value 
while a second car is valued at equity. 

Response: When the NPRM for the 
automobile was published on May 2. 
1978 (43 FR 18698), It proposed to 
implement a June 4,1977. Secretary's 
decision to exclude the value of an 
automobile using an equity basis of 
$2,000. In commenting on die NPRM. the 
Department of Agriculture and the 
Office of Management and Budget 
suggested that an exception to the 
equity concept be made with respect to 
the automobile in order to achieve 
consistency with the Food Stamp Act of 
1977. That statute provided for a $4,500 
market value limit for all automobiles in 
a food stamp household, with certain 
exceptions. Based on the foregoing. SSA 
agreed there was a need for program 
consistency with the food stamp 
program and welfare reform planning 
with respect to the treatment of 
automobiles and this is why the 
automobile is an exception to the usual 
SSI equity rule when valuing resources. 

Executive Order 12291 

These regulations have been reviewed 
under Executive Order 12291 and do not 
meet any of the criteria for a major 
regulation because they will not have an 
annual effect on the economy of $100 
million and will not cause increases in 
costs or prices. Therefore, a regulatory 
impact analysis is not required. 

Regulatory Flexibility Act 

We certify that these regulations will 
not have a significant economic impact 
on a substantial number of small entities 
because these rules affect only 
individuals and States. Therefore, a 
regulatory flexibility analysis as 
provided in Pub. L 96-354. the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act, is not 
required. 


Paperwork Reduction Act 

These regulations impose no 
additional reporting or recordkeeping 
requirements requiring OMB clearance. 

List of Subjects in 20 CFR Part 416 

Administrative practice and 
procedure. Aged, Blind, Disability 
benefits, Public assistance programs, 
Supplemental Security Income (SSI). 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 13.807, Supplemental Security 
Income program) 

Dated: |une 8.1985. 

Approved: |uly 25,1965. 

Martha A McSteen, 

Acting Commissioner of Social Security. 

Margaret M. Heckler. 

Secretory of Health and Human Services. 

Subpart L of Part 418 of Chapter Ill of 
Title 20 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations is amended as follows: 

PART 418—{AMENDED1 

1. The authority citation for Subpart L 
of Part 416 continues to read ps follows: 

Authority: Secs. 1102,1811.1813,1814 and 
1631 of the Social Security Act, as amended: 
Sec. 211 of Pub. L 93-66; 49 Stat. 647. as 
emended: 66 Stat. I486,1470,1471 and 1475, 
as amended; 42 U6.C 1302,1382.1382b. 

1382c and 1383. 

2* Section 416.1212 is revised to read 
as follows: 

9 416.1212 Exclusion of the home. 

(a) Defined. A home is any property in 
which an individual (and spouse, if any) 
has an ownership interest and which 
serves as the individual's principal place 
of residence. This property includes the 
shelter in which an individual resides, 
the land on which the shelter is located 
and related outbuildings. 

(b) Home not counted. We do not 
count a home regardless of its value. 
However, see 99 416.122CM18.1224 
when there is an income-producing 
property located on the home property 
that does not qualify under the home 
exclusion. 

(c) If an individual changes principal 
place of residence . If an individual (and 
spouse, if any) moves out of his or her 
home without the intent to return, the 
home becomes a countable resource 
because it is no longer the individual's 
principal place of residence. If an 
individual leaves his or her home to live 
in an institution, we still consider the 
home to be the individual’s principal 
place of residence, irrespective of the 
individual's intent to return as long, as a 
spouse or dependent relative of the 
eligible individual continues to live 
there. The individual's equity in the 
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former home becomes a countable 
resource effective with the first day of 
the month following the month it is no 
longer his or her principal place of 

residence. 

3. Paragraph (b) of $ 416.1218 is 
revised to read as follows: 

$ 41S.1216 Exclusion of the automobile. 

• • • • • 

(bj Limitation on automobiles . tn 
determining the resources of an 
individual (and spouse, if any), 
automobiles are excluded or counted as 
follows: 

(1) Total exclusion. One automobile is 
totally excluded regardless of its value 
if, for the individual or a member of the 
individual's household— 

(1) It is necessary for employment: 

(ii) It is necessary for the medical 

treatment of a specific or regular 
medical problem: 

(Hi) It is modified for operation by or 
transportation of a handicapped person: 

or 

(tv) It (or other type of vehicle) is 
necessary because of climate, terrain, 
distance, or similar factors to provide 
necessary transportation to perform 
essential daily activities. 

(2) Exclusion to $4,500 of the market 
value. If no automobile is excluded 
under paragraph (b)(1) of this section, 
one automobile is excluded from 
counting as a resource to the extent its 
current market value docs not exceed 
$4,500. If the market value of the 
automobile exceeds $4,500, the excess Is 
counted against the resource limit 

(3) Other automobiles. Any other 
automobiles are treated as nonliquid 
resources and counted against the 
resource limit to the extent of the 
individual's equity (see { 416.1201(c)). 

• • • » • 

4. Section 416.1220 is revised to read 
as follows: 

5 416.1220 Property essential to self- 
support; general. 

When counting the value of resources 
an individual (and spouse, if any) has, 
the value of property essential to self- 
support is not counted, within certain 
limits. There are different rules for 
considering this property depending on 
whether it is income-producing or not. 
Property essential to self-support can 
include real and personal property (for 
example, land, buildings, equipment and 
supplies, motor vehicles, and tools, etc.) 
used in a trade or business (as defined 
in { 404.1066 of Part 404), nonbusiness 
income-producing property (houses or 
apartments for rent, land other than 
home property, etc.) and property used 

produce goods or sendees essential to 
an individual's daily activities. Liquid 


resources other than those used as part 
of a trade or business are not property 
essentia] to self-support. If the 
individual's principal place of residence 
qualifies under the home exclusion, it is 
not considered in evaluating property 
essential to self-support. 

5. Section 416.1222 is revised to read 
as follows: 

9 416.1222 How Income-producing 
property essential to self-support Is 
counted. 

(a) General. When deciding the value 
of property used in a trade or business 
or nonbusine89 income-producing 
activity, only the individual's equity In 
the property is counted. We will exclude 
as essential to self-support up to $6,000 
of an individual's equity in income- 
producing property If it produces a net 
annual income to the individual of at 
least 6 percent of the excluded equity. If 
the individual's equity is greater than 
$6,000, we count only the amount that 
exceeds $8,000 toward the allowable 
resource limit specified in $ 416.1205 if 
the net annual income requirement of 8 
percent is met on the excluded equity. If 
the activity produces less than a 8- 
percent return due to circumstances 
beyond the inlvidual's control (for 
example, crop failure, illness, etc.), and 
there is a reasonable expectation that 
the individual's activity will again 
produce a 6-percent return, the property 
is also excluded. If the individual owns 
more than one piece of property and 
each produces income, each is looked at 
to see if the 6-percent rule is metmnd 
then the amounts of the individual's 
equity in all of those properties 
producing 6 percent are totaled to see if 
the total equity is $6,000 or less. The 
equity in those properties that do not 
meet the 6-percent rule is counted 
towards the allowable resource limit 
specified in { 416.1205. If the 
individual's total equity in the properties 
producing 6-percent income is over the 
$6,000 equity limit, the amount of equity 
exceeding $6,000 is counted as a 
resource towards the allowable resource 
limiL 

Example l. Sharon hat a small business in 
her home making hand-woven rugs. The 
looms and other equipment used in the 
business have a current market value of 
$7,000. The value of her equity Is $5,500 since 
•he owes $1,500 on the looms. Sharon's net 
earnings from self-employment is $400. Since 
Sharon's equity in the looms and other 
equipment ($5,500) is under the $8,000 limit 
for properly essential to self-support and her 
net income after expenses ($400) is greater 
than 6 percent of her equity, her income- 
producing property is excluded from 
countable resources. The home is not 
considered in any way In valuing property 
essential to self-support. 


Example Z Charlotte operates a farm. She 
owns 3 acres of land on which her home is 
located. She also owns 10 acres of farm land 
not connected to her home. There are 2 tool 
sheds and 2 animal shelters located on the 10 
acres. She has various pieces of farm 
equipment that are necessary for her farming 
activities. We exclude the house and the 3 
acres under the home exclusion (see 
f 416.1212). However, we look at the other 10 
acres of land, the buildings and equipment 
separately to see if her total equity in them is 
no more than $8,000 and if the annual rate of 
return is 6 percent of her equity. In this case, 
the 10 acres and buildings are valued at 
$4,000 and the few items of farm equipment 
and other inventory are valued at $1,500. 
Charlotte sells produce which nets her more 
than 6 percent for this year. The 10 acres and 
other items are excluded as essential to her 
self-support and they continue to be excluded 
as long as she meets the 6-percent annual 
return requirement and the equity value of 
the 10 acres and other items remains less 
than $6,000. 

Example 3. Henry has an automobile repair 
business valued at 55.000. There are no debts 
on the property and bills are paid monthly. 
For the past 4 years the business has just 
broken even. Since Henry's income from the 
business is less then 6 percent of his equity, 
the entire $5,000 is counted as tus resources. 
Since this exceeds the resources limit as 
described in S 416.1205, he is not eligible for 
SSI benefits. 

(b) Exception. Property that 
represents the authority granted by a 
governmental agency to engage in an 
income-producing activity is excluded 
as property essential to self-support if it 
is: 

(1) Used in a trade or business or 
nonbusiness income-producing activity, 
or. 

(2) not used due to circumstances 
beyond the individual's control, e.g., 
illness, and there is a reasonable 
expectation that the use will resume. 

Example. John owns s commercial fishing 
permit granted by the State Commerce 
Commission, a boat, and fishing tackle. The 
boat and tackle have an equity value of 
$6,500.1,ast year. John earned $2,000 from his 
fishing business. The value of the fishing 
permit is not detemined because the permit is 
excluded under the exception. The boat and 
tackle are producing in excess of a 6 percent 
return on the excluded equity value, so they 
are excluded under the general mle (see 
paragraph (a) of this section) up to $8,000. 

The $500 excess value is counted toward the 
resource limit as described In 5 416.1205. 

6. Section 416.1224 is revised to read 
as follows; 

9 416.1224 How nortbusJness property 
used to produce goods or services 
essential to self-support Is counted. 

Nonbusiness property is considered to 
be essential for an individual's (and 
spouse, if any) self-support if it is used 
to produce goods or services necessary 
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for his or her daily activities. This type 
of property includes real property such 
as land which is used to produce 
vegetables or livestock only for personal 
consumption in the individual’s 
household (for example, com. tomatoes, 
chicken, cattle). This type of property 
also includes personal property 
necessary to perform daily functions 
exclusive of passenger cars, trucks, 
boats, or other special vehicles. (See 
$ 416.1218 for a discussion on how 
automobiles are counted.) Property used 
to produce goods or services or property 
necessary to perform daily functions is 
excluded if the individual's equity in the 
property does not exceed $6,000. 
Personol property which is required by 
the individual's employer for work is not 
counted, regardless of value, while the 
individual is employed. Examples of this 
type of personal property include tools, 
safety equipment, uniforms and similar 
items. 

Example. Bill owns a small unimproved lot 
several blocks from his home. He uses the lot. 
which is valued at $4,800. to grow vegetables 
and fruit only for his own consumption. Since 
his equity in the property is less than $6,000, 
the property is excluded as necessary to self- 
support. 

7. Section 416.1225 is added to read as 
follows: 

§ 416.1225 An approved plan for self- 
support; general. 

If the individual is blind or disabled, 
resources will not be counted that are 
identified as necessary to fulfill a plan 
for achieving self-support which is in 
writing, has been approved by the 
Social Security Administration and is 
being pursued by the individual. 

8. Section 416.1226 is revised to read 
as follows: 

S 416.1226 What a plan to achieve self- 
support is. 

A plan to achieve self-support must— 

(a) Be designed especially for the 
individual: 

(b) Be in writing; 

(c) Be approved by the Social Security 
Administration (a change of plan must 
also be approved); 

(d) Be designed for an initial period of 
not more than 18 months. The period 
may be extended for up to another 18 
months if the individual cannot 
complete the plan in the first 18-month 
period. A total of up to 48 months may 
be allowed to fulfill a plan for a lengthy 
education or training program designed 
to make the individual self-supporting; 

(e) Show the individual's specific 
occupational goal; 

(f) Show what resources the 

| individual has or will receive for 
purposes of the plan and how he or she 


will use them to attain his or her 
occupational goal; and 

(g) Show how the resources the 
individual set aside under the plan will 
be kept identifiable from his or her other 
funds. 

9. Section 416.1227 is added to read as 
follows; 

$ 416.1227 When the resources excluded 
under a plan to achieve self-support begin 
to count 

The resources that were excluded 
under the individual's plan will begin to 
be counted as of the first day of the 
month following the month in which any 
of these circumstances occur: 

(a) Failing to follow the conditions of 
the plan: 

(b) Abandoning the plan; 

(c) Completing the time schedule 
outlined in the plan; or 

(d) Reaching the goal as outlined in 
the plan. 

[FR Doc 85-25156 Filed 10-21-85; 8:45 am) 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 
Internal Revenue Service 
26 CFR Part 1 
(T.D. 8059) 

Statutory Merger Using Voting Stock 
of the Corporation Controlling the 
Merged Corporation 

agency: Internal Revenue Service, 
Treasury, 

action: Final regulations. 

summary: This document contains final 
regulations relating to the statutory 
merger of a controlled corporation into 
an acquiring corporation using the 
voting stock of the corporation 
controlling the merged corporation 
(reverse triangular merger). Changes to 
the applicable tax law were made by 
Public Law 91-693. These regulations 
affect corporations involved in reverse 
triangular mergers, and the shareholders 
and security holders of those 
corporations, and provide guidance 
needed to comply with the law. 
dates: These regulations are effective 
October 22,1985. These regulations 
apply to statutory mergers occurring 
after December 31,1970. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Andrew B. Pullman of the Legislation 
and Regulations Division, Office of 
Chief Counsel, Internal Revenue 
Service, 1111 Constitution Avenue, NW.„ 
Washington. D.C. 20224, Attention: 
CC:LR:T, (202-566-3458, not a toll-free 
call). 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: . 
Background 

On January 2,1981, the Federal 
Register published proposed 
amendments to the Income Tax 
Regulations (28 CFR Part 1) under 
section 368 of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1954 (the "Code") (46 FR 114). 
The amendments were proposed to 
conform the regulations to Public Law 
91-693, which added section 368(a)(2)(E) 
to the Code. Because a public hearing 
was not requested, no public hearing 
was held. After consideration of all 
comments regarding the proposed 
amendments, those amendments are 
adopted as revised by this Treasury 
decision. 

Summary of Public Comments and 
Changes To Proposed Regulations 

Control Requirement 

Section 368(a)(2)[E)(ti) of the Code 
requires that, in the transaction, former 
shareholders of the surviving 
corporation (hereinafter *T") exchange, 
for voting stock of the controlling 
corporation (hereinafter "F'), an amount 
of stock which constitutes control of T 
(as defined in section 366(c) of the 
Code). Section 1.386-2(j)(3)(i) of the 
proposed regulations provides that the 
amount of T stock surrendered in the 
transaction by T shareholders in 
exchange for P voting stock must itself 
constitute control. Accordingly, if P 
owns more than 20 percent of T, the 
transaction does not qualify under 
section 368(a)(2)(E). Example (3) of 
proposed S 1.386-2(j)(7) illustrates that 
result. Numerous commenters suggested 
that, Instead, the regulations provide 
that the requirement of section 
368(a)(2)(E)(iJ) is satisfied if. in the 
transaction, T shareholders surrender in 
exchange for P voting stock an amount 
of T stock which, when added to Fs 
prior stock ownership in T. constitutes 
control. 

After careful consideration, it is 
concluded that the statute does not 
permit the interpretation advanced by 
the commenters. Section 1.36B-2(j)(3)(i) 
and example (4) of $ 1.368-2(j)(7) of the 
final regulations retain the rule set forth 
in the proposed regulations. Examples 
(8) and (7) of { 1.366-2(j)(7) of the final 
regulations clarify, however, that the 
control requirement of section 
368(a)(2)(E)(ii) may be satisfied despite 
the fact that, in the transaction, P 
contributes money or other property to T 
in exchange for additional T stock, or P 
receives T stock in exchange for its prior 
interest in the merged corporation 
(hereinafter "S"). However, as 
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illustrated in example (9) of { 1.368- 
2(j)(7) of the final regulations, the receipt 
of such T stock will not contribute to 
satisfaction of that control requirement. 

Section 1.368-2(j)(3)(i) of the proposed 
regulations also provides that, for 
purposes of the control requirement. Ts 
outstanding stock is measured 
immediately before the transaction. 
Further, as illustrated in examples (2) 
and (4) of proposed $ 1.368-2(j)(7), 
payments to Ts shareholders other than 
P voting stock (such as cash payments 
to dissenters or payments in redemption 
of T stock), as part of the transaction, 
could prevent satisfaction of that 
requirement. Several commenters 
suggested that, similar to 
reorganizations under section 
368(a)(1)(B). payments to Ts 
shareholders could be disregarded for 
purposes of the control requirement, 
provided the consideration was 
furnished by T and not by P. In 
response. 81.368-2(j)(3)(i) of the final 
regulations, reflecting an interpretation 
of the statute which looks to the 
consideration furnished by P rather than 
that received by the T shareholders, 
provides that such payments by T and 
not by P may be disregarded for 
purposes of section 368(a)(2)(E)(ii). As 
with reorganizations under section 
368(a)(1)(B). the facts and circumstances 
of each case will determine whether the 
payments came from T or P. Examples 
(2) and (3) of 8 1.368-2(j)(7) of the final 
regulations illustrate that result. 
However, ft 1 .366-2(j)(3)(i) and (iii) also 
clarify that those payments are treated 
as a reduction of Ts properties for 
purposes of section 366(a)(2)(E)(i). which 
requires that, after the transaction, T 
hold substantially all of its properties. In 
addition, receipt of consideration other 
than P stock by T shareholders in the 
transaction could prevent satisfaction of 
the continuity of interest requirement. 

Section 1.366-2(j)(3)(i) of the proposed 
regulations defines control under section 
368(c). Since current law is sufficiently 
clear as to the definition of control 
under section 368(c). the final 
regulations do not contain such a 
definition. 

Section 1.368-2(j)(3)(ii) of the 
proposed regulations provides that P 
must acquire control of T in the 
transaction. Section 1.308-2(j)(3)(ii) of 
the final regulations clarifies this rule to 
provide that P must be in control of T 
immediately after the transaction. Thus, 
any disposition by P of the T stock 
acquired (other than a transfer 
described in section 368(a)(2)(C)). or any 
new issuance of stock by T to persons 
other than P. as part of the transaction, 
which causes P not to be in control of T 


will prevent the transaction from 
qualifying under section 388(a)(2)(E). 
Example (8) of $ 1.368-2(j)(7) of the final 
regulations illustrates this rule. 

“Substantially All“ Requirement 

Section 368(a)(2)(E)(i) of the Code 
requires generally that, after the 
transaction. T hold substantially all of 
fits properties and substantially all of the 
properties of S, Section 1.366-2(J)(4) of 
the proposed regulations indicates that 
this requirement will not be satisfied 
where, as part of the transaction. T 
transfers assets to a corporation 
controlled by T. notwithstanding section 
368(a)(2)(C) of the Code. Several 
commenters suggested that section 
368(a)(2)(C) permits assets to T to be 
transferred to a controlled corporation 
without violating the "substantially all" 
requirement. In response, { 1.368-2(j)(4) 
of the final regulations provides that 
such transfers do not violate the 
"substantially all" requirement. 

Section 1.368-2(j)(3)(iii)(E) of the final 
regulations clarifies that money 
transferred from P to S to satisfy 
minimum state capitalization 
requirements, which eventually is 
returned to P as port of the transaction, 
is not taken into account in applying the 
"substantially all" test to the assets of S. 

Assumption of Liabilities; Exchange of 
Securities 

Section 1.366-2(j](5) of the proposed 
regulations provides that P may assume 
liabilities of T without disqualifying the 
transaction under section 368(a)(2)(E). 
Commenters requested that the 
regulations clarify the treatment of such 
liability assumption by P. Accordingly. 

S 1.368-2(j)(5) of the final regulations 
clarifies that liability assumption is a 
continuation to the capital of T by its 
shareholder P. In addition, 5 1.368-2(j)(5) 
of the final regulations clarifies that 
where, pursuant to the plan of 
reorganization, securities of T are 
exchanged for securities of P. or for 
other securities of T which, for example, 
are convertible into P stock, that 
exchange is subject to the otherwise 
applicable provisions of section 354 and 
356. 

Relation to Section 369(a)(1)(B) 

A few commenters suggested that the 
regulations confirm that a transaction 
which fails to qualify under section 
368(a)(2)(E) may. under appropriate 
circumstances, qualify as a 
reorganization described in section 
368(a)(1)(B), as in Rev. Rul. 67-448,1967- 
2 C.B. 144. Examples (4) and (5) of 
§ 1.368-2(j)(7) of the final regulations 
confirm this result. 


Merged Corporation 

Finally, in response to comments. 

S 1.368-2(j)(8) of the final regulations 
clarifies that S can be an existing 
corporation as well as a corporation 
formed for purposes of the section 
368(a)(2)(E) transaction. 

Regulatory Flexibility Act and Executive 
Order 12291 

The Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue has determined that this final 
rule is not a major rule as defined in 
Executive Order 12291 and that a 
Regulatory Impact Analysis is therefore 
not required. Because the notice of 
proposed rulemaking for these 
regulations was filed with the Federal 
Register on December 29,1980. no 
regulatory flexibility analysis is 
required. 

Drafting Information 

The principal author of these 
regulations is Andrew B. Pullman of the 
Legislation and Regulations Division of 
the Office of Chief Counsel. Internal 
Revenue Service. However, personnel 
from other offices of the Internal 
Revenue Service and Treasury 
Department participated in developing 
these regulations, both on matters of 
substance and style. 

List of Subjects in 26 CFR 1.301-1 
through 1.383-3 

Income taxes. Corporations. 

Corporate distributions. Corporate 
adjustments. Reorganizations. 

Adoption of Amendments to the 
Regulations 

Accordingly. 28 CFR Part 1 is 
amended as follows: 

Paragraph 1. The authority for Part 1 
continues to read in part: 

Authority: 28 U.S.C. 780S. * • • 

Par. 2. Section 1.368-2 is amended by 
adding paragraphs (b)(3). (i). and (j). 
These added provisions read as follows: 

8 1.368-2 Definition of terms. 

• • • • * 

(b) 

(3) For regulations under section 
368(a)(2)(E). see paragraph (j) of this 
section. 

• • • • • 

(1) [Reserved] 

(j)(l) This paragraph (j) prescribes 
rules relating to the application of 
section 368 (a) (2) (E). Section 
368(a)(2)(E) applies to statutory mergers 
occurring after December 31,1970. 

(2) Section 368(a)(2)(E) does not apply 
to a consolidation. 






42690 federal Register / Vol. 50, No, 204 / Tuesday, October 22, 19B5 / Rules and Regulations 


(3) A transaction otherwise qualifying 
under section 368(a)(1)(A) is not 
disqualified by reason of the fact that 
stock of a corporation (the controlling 
corporation) which before the merger 
was in control of the merged corporation 
is used in the transaction, if the 
conditions of section 368(a)(2)(E) are 
satisfied. Those conditions are as 
follows: 

(i) In the transaction, shareholders of 
the surviving corporation must 
surrender stock in exchange for voting 
stock of the controlling corporation. 
Further, the stock so surrendered must 
constitute control of the surviving 
corporation. Control is defined in 
section 368(c). The amount of stock 
constituting control is measured 
immediately before the transaction. For 
purposes of this subdivision (i). stock in 
the surviving corporation which Is 
surrendered in the transaction (by any 
shareholder except the controlling 
corporation) in exchange for 
consideration furnished by the surviving 
corporation (and not by the controlling 
corporation of Ihe merged corporation) 
is considered not to be outstanding 
immediately before the transaction. For 
effect on "substantially all" test of 
consideration furnished by the surviving 
corporation, see paragraph (J)(3)(Hi) of 
this section. 

(ii) Except as provided in paragraph 
(j)(4) of this section, the controlling 
corporation must control the surviving 
corporation immedately after the 
transaction. 

(iii) After the transaction, except as 
provided in paragraph (|)(4) of this 
section, the surviving corporation must 
hold substantially ail of its own 
properties and substantially all of the 
properties of the merged corporation 
(other than stock of the controlling 
corporation distributed in the 
transaction). The term "substantially 
all" has the same meaning as in section 
368(a)(1)(C), The "substantially all" test 
applies separately to the merged 
corporation and to the surviving 
corporation. In applying the 
"substantially all" lest to the surviving 
corporation, consideration furnished in 
the transaction by the surviving 
corporation in exchange for its stock is 
property of the surviving corporation 
which it does not hold after the 
transaction. In applying the 
"substantially all" test to the merged 
corporation, assets transferred from the 
controlling corporation to the merged 
corporation in pursuance of the plan of 
reorganization are not taken into 
account. Thus, for example, money 
transferred from the controlling 
corporation to the merged corporation to 


be used for the following purposes is not 
taken into account for purposes of the 
"substantially all" test: 

(A) To pay additional consideration to 
shareholders of the surviving 
corporation: 

(B) To pay dissenting shareholders of 
the surviving corporation; 

(C) To pay creditors of the surviving 
corporation; 

(D) To pay reorganization expenses; 
or 

(E) To enable the merged corporation 
to satisfy state minimum capitalization 
requirements (where the money is 
returned to the controlling corporation 
as part of the transaction). 

(4) A transaction qualifying under 
section 368(a)(1)(A) by reason of the 
application of section 368(a)(2)[E] is not 
disqualified merely because part or all 
of the stock of the surviving corporation 
is transferred to a corporation controlled 
by the controlling corporation, or 
because part or all of the assets of the 
surviving corporation or the merged 
corporation are transferred to a 
corporation controlled by the controlling 
corporation. See section 368(a)(2)(C). 

(6) The controlling corporation may 
assume liabilities of the surviving 
corporation without disqualifying the 
transaction under section 368(a)(2)(E). 

An assumption of liabilities of the 
surviving corporation by the controlling 
corporation is a contribution to capital 
by the controlling corporation to the 
surviving corporation. If. In pursuance of 
the plan of reorganization, securities of 
the surviving corporation are exchanged 
for securities of the controlling 
corporation, or for other securities of the 
surviving corporation, see sections 364 
and 356. 

(0) In applying section 388(a)(2)(E). It 
makes no difference if the merged 
corporation is an existing corporation, 
or is formed immediately before the 
merger, in anticipation of the merger, or 
after preliminary steps have been taken 
to otherwise acquire control of the 
surviving corporation. 

(7) The following examples illustrate 
the application of this paragraph (j). In 
each of the examples. Corporation P 
owns all of the stock of Corporation S 
and, except as otherwise stated. 
Corporation T has outstanding 1,000 
shares of common stock and no shares 
of any other class. In each of the 
examples, it is also assumed that the 
transaction qualifies under section 
368(a)(1)(A) if the conditions of section 
368(a)(2)(E) are satisfied. 

Example (1). P owns no T stock. On 
January 1, 1981, S merges into T. In Ihe 
merger. T» shareholders surrender 950 shares 
of common stock in exchange for P voting 
stock. The holdors of the other 50 shares 


(who dissent from the merger) are paid in 
cash with funds supplied by P. After the 
transaction. T holds all of its own assets and 
all of S's assets. Based on these facts, the 
transaction qualifies under section 
368(d)(1)(A) by reason of the application of 
section 368(a)(2HE). In the transaction, form*r 
shareholders of T surrender, in exchange for 
P voting stock, on amount of T stock (950/ 
1.000 shares or 95 percent) which constitutes 
control of T. 

Exumpte (2). The facts are the same as in 
example (1) except that holders of 100 shares 
in corporation T. who dissented from the 
merger, are paid in cash with funds supplied 
by T (and not by P or S) and In the merger. 

T s remaining shareholders surrender 720 
shares of common stock in exchange for P 
voting stock and 180 shares of common stock 
for cash supplied by P. lire requirements of 
section 386(o)(2)(E)(ii) are satisfied since, in 
the transaction, former shareholders of T 
surrender, in exchange for P voting stock, an 
amount of T stock (720/900 shares or 80 
percent) which constitutes control of T. The T 
stock surrendered in exchange for 
consideration furnished by T is not 
considered outstanding for purposes of 
determining whether the amount of T stock 
surrendered by T shareholders for P stock 
constitutes control of T. 

Example (3 / T has outstanding 1,000 share* 
of common stock. 100 shares of nonvoting 
preferred stock, and no shares uf any other 
class. On January 1.1981. S merges into T. 
Prior to the merger, as part of the transaction. 
T distributes its own cash in redemption of 
the 100 shares of preferred stock In the 
transaction. Ts remaining shareholders 
surrender their 1.000 shares of common stock 
in exchange for P voting stock. The 
requirements of section 368(a)(2)(EMH) are 
satisfied since, in the transaction, former 
shareholders of T surrender, in exchange for 
P voting stock, an amount of T stock (1.000/ 
1,000 shares or 100 percent) which constitutes 
control of T. The preferred stock surrendered 
In exchange for consideration furnished by T 
is not considered outstanding for purposes of 
determining whether the amount of T stock 
surrendered by T shareholders for P stock 
constitutes control of T. However, the 
consideration furnished by T for its stock is 
property of T which T does not hold after the 
transaction for purposes of the substantially 
all test in paragraph (j)(3)(m) of this section. 

Example (4 )l On January 1,1971, P 
purchased 201 shares of P§ stock. On 
January 1.1981. S merges into T. In the 
merger. T s shareholders (other than P) 
surrender 799 shares of T stock fn exchange 
for P voting stock. Based on these facts, In the 
transaction, former shareholders of T do not 
surrender, In exchange for P voting stock, an 
amount of T stock which constitutes control 
of T (799/1.000 shares being less than 80 
percent). Therefore, the transaction docs not 
qualify under section 368(a)(1)(A). However, 
if S is a transitory corporation, formed solely 
for purposes of effectuating the transaction, 
the transaction may qualify as a 
reorganization described in section 
368(a)(1)(B) provided all of the applicable 
requirements are satisfied. 
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Example (5). On January 1.1971, P 
purchased 200 shares of Ts stock. On 
January 1.1981, S merges into T. Prior to the 
merger, as part of the transaction. T 
distributes its own cash in redemption of 1 
share of T stock from a T shareholder other 
than P. In the merger, Ts remaining 
shareholders (other than P) surrender 799 
shares of T stock in exchange for P voting 
stock. Based on these facta, in the 
transaction, former shareholders of T do not 
surrender, in exchange for P voting stock, an 
amount of T stock which constitutes control 
of T (799/999 shares being less than 80 
percent). Therefore, the transaction does not 
qualify under section 388(a)(1)(A). However, 
if S is a transitory corporation, formed for 
purposes of effectuating the transaction, the 
transaction may qualify as a reorganization 
described in section 368(a)(1)(B) provided all 
of the applicable requirements are satisfied. 

Example (6). The stock of S has a value of 
$25,000. The stock of T has a value of $75,000. 
On January 1.1984, S merges into T. In the 
merger, Ts shareholders surrender all of their 
T stock In exchange for P voting stock. After 
the transaction, T holds all of its own assets 
and all of S's assets. Based on these facts, the 
transaction qualifies under section 
388(a)(1)(A) by reason of the application of 
section 368(a)(2)(E). in the transaction, former 
shareholders ofT surrender, in exchange for 
P voting stock, an amount of T stock (1.000/ 
1.000 shares or 100 percent) which constitutes 
control of T. The stock of T received by P in 
exchange for P*s prior interest in S is not 
taken into account for purposes of section 
368(a)(2)(E)(ii) since the amount of T stock 
constituting control of T is measured before 
the transaction. 

Example (7). The stock of T has a value of 
$?5.000. On January 1.1984. S merges into T. 

In the merger. Ts shareholders surrender all 
of their T stock in exchange for P voting 
itock. As part of the transaction. P 
contributes $25,000 to T In exchange for new 
shares of T stock. None of the cash received 
by T is distributed or otherwise paid out to 
former T shareholders. After the transaction. 
T holds all of its own assets and all of S's 
assets. Bused on these facts, the transaction 
qualifies under section 388(a)(1)(A) by reason 
of the application of section 303(a)(2)(E). In 
the transaction, former shareholders of T 
surrender, In exchange for P voting stock, an 
amount of T stock (1.000/1.000 shares or 100 
percent) which constitutes control of T. The T 
stock received by P in exchange for its 
contribution to T is not taken into account for 
purposes of section 388(a)(2)(E)(ii) since the 
amount of T stock constituting control of T is 
measured before the transaction. 

Example (8). The facts are the same as In 
example (7) except that, as part of the 
transaction, corporation R. instead of P. 
contributes $25,000 to T in exchange for T 
stock. Based on these facts, the transaction 
does not qualify under section 368(a)(1)(A) by 
reason of section 368(a)(2)(E) since P does not 
control T immediately after the transaction. 

Example (9). T stock has a value of $75,000. 
I’ owns 500 shares (Vfr) of that stock with a 
value of $37,500. The stock of S has a value of 
$125,000. On January 1.1984. S merges into T. 
m the merger. Ts shareholders (other than P) 
surrender their T stock in exchange for P 


voting stock. Based on these facts, in the 
transaction, former shareholders of T do not 
surrender, in exchange for P voting stock, an 
amount of T stock which constitutes control 
of T (500/1.000 shares being less than 80 
percent). Therefore, the transaction does not 
qualify under section 308(a)(1)(A). The stock 
of T received by P in exchange for Fs prior 
interest in S does not contribute to 
satisfaction of the requirement of section 
388(a)(2)(E)(ii). • 

Approved: September 24.1985. 

Roscoe L Egger, Jr.. 

Commissioner of Internal Revenue . 

Ranald A. Pearlman, 

Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 

(FR Doc. 85-25174 Piled 10-21-85; 8:45 am) 
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26 CFR Part 1 

(T.D. 8042] 

Income Tax—Taxable Years Beginning 
After December 31,1953; Property 
Transferred In Connection With the 
Performance of Services; Correction 

Correction 

In FR Doc. 85-23287 appearing on 
page 39664. in the issue of Monday. 
September 30.1985, in the second 
column, eighteenth line, the word “first" 
is corrected to read, "third". 

BILLING COOC 1S0S-01-M 


Office of the Secretary 

31 CFR Part 103 

Amendments to Implementing 
Regulations, Currency and Foreign 
Transactions Reporting Act 

agency: Department of the Treasury, 
Office of the Secretary. 
action: Final rule. 

summary: These regulatory 
amendments make a number of 
clarifying or procedural, nonsubstantive 
changes to the implementing regulations 
for the Currency and Foreign 
Transactions Reporting Act. Experience 
with enforcing the regulations over the 
ears has shown that these changes will 
e helpful to persons required to comply 
with the regulations. These amendments 
accomplish the following: update the 
authority citation for Part 103; correct an 
inconsistency in language used to 
describe brokers or dealers in securities; 
add paragraph markings to S 103.11; 
clarify the definition of "bank"; clarify 
the definition of "currency"; clarify the 
scope of the currency transportation 
reporting requirement; change the 
procedures governing the filing of 


reports; make explicit that reports filed 
under this Part are available to other 
Federal, state, local and foreign law 
enforcement agencies for criminal, tax 
and regulatory proceedings, and to 
certain other Federal agencies for 
national security purposes; and clarify 
the compliance assurance 
responsibilities of bank supervisory 
agencies. 

EFFECTIVE date: November 21.1985. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Robert J. Stankey, Jr.. Financial Crimes 
A Frauds Advisor. Office of the 
Assistant Secretary (Enforcement & 
Operations). Department of the 
Treasury, Room 1458,1500 Pennsylvania 
Avenue NW., Washington. D.C. 20220, 
(202) 566-8022. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

The Currency and Foreign 
Transactions Reporting Act Title II of 
Public Law No. 91-508 (permanently 
codified at 31 U.S.C. 5311 et seq.). 
empowers the Secretary of the Treasury 
to require financial institutions to keep 
records and file reports that the 
Secretary determines have a high degree 
of usefulness in criminal, tax and 
regulatory matters. In general, a variety 
of financial institutions, including banks, 
savings and loans, credit unions, 
currency exchanges, and brokers or 
dealers in securities are required by 
Treasury regulations implementing the 
Act to file reports of large currency 
transactions. Financial institutions also 
are required to maintain records 
necessary to trace transactions through 
the nation's banking system. The 
Department's experience in enforcing 
the Act in recent years has indicated 
that the following clarifying and 
procedural, nonsubstantive regulatory 
changes are desirable and appropriate. 

Update the authority citation for Part 
103: This amendment updates the Title 
31 citation for the Bank Secrecy Act to 
reflect the addition of a new reward 
section enacted by the Comprehensive 
Crime Control Act of 1964. 

Correct an inconsistency in the 
language used to describe brokers or 
dealers in securities: The table of 
contents and heading for ( 103.35, as 
well as several places in the text of Part 
103, refer to "brokers and dealers in 
securities" (emphasis added). However, 

J 103.11 defines the term "brokers or 
dealers in securities" (emphasis added). 
This change eliminates any possible 
confusion that might arise from this 
inconsistency by changing the term 
wherever it appears to read "brokers or 
dealers in securities." 
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Add paragraph symbols to § 103.11: 
This amendment adds paragraph 
markings before each definition within 
$ 103.11, and conforms existing 
subparagraph markings. The purpose of 
this change is to provide an easy method 
for citing to specific definitions within 
S 103.11. 

Clarify the definition of "bank": This 
revised definition is not meant to be 
substantively different. The language 
has been revised In order to clarify the 
existing scope of the definition. 

Clarify the definition of "currency": 
This revised definition is not meant to 
be substantively different. The language 
has been revised in order to clarify the 
existing scope of the definition. 

Clarify the scope of the currency 
transportation reporting requirement: 
This clarifying amendment moves the 
last sentence of paragraph (a) to 
paragraph (d). This technical change is 
desirable since the sentence, which 
further defines the scope of the reporting 
requirement, applies to the entire 
section and not just to paragraph (a); 
paragraph (d) qualifies the entire 
section. 

Change the procedure governing the 
filing of reports: This amendment 
clarifies instructions concerning where 
to obtain, and where and when to Hie. 
all reports forms required by Part 103. It 
also emphasizes certain requirements 
currently described on the forms 
themselves. Furthermore, language 
stating the obligation to provide all 
information required by a given form is 
consolidated in a single section— 

S 103.26; duplicative language in S 103.22 
is deleted. 

Make explicit that reports filed under 
this Part are available for state, local 
and foreign low enforcement use, and 
national security purposes: This 
amendment makes explicit the 
Secretary's authority to disclose reports 
required under this Part to state, local 
and foreign law enforcement agencies 
for criminal, tax and regulatory 
investigations or proceedings. It also 
makes clear that Intelligence 
Community agencies can have access to 
reports filed under this Part for national 
security purposes. For example, an 
analysis of reports on certain types of 
foreign transactions could be of benefit 
to the Intelligence Community in 
discovering information about the 
financial sources and methods employed 
by hostile foreign intelligence agencies. 

Clarify the compliance assurance 
responsibilities of bank supen isory 
agencies: The bank supervisory 
agencies and the Securities and 
Exchange Commission have been 
delegated responsibility for assuring 
that their respective constituencies 


comply with the Act. The bank 
supervisory agencies also have 
independent statutory authorities for 
examining various financial institutions 
for safety and soundness. The 
amendment restates existing delegations 
of enforcement authority using 
terminology that is more consistent with 
the independent statutory authorities of 
the bank supervisory agencies. 

Proposed Amendment Description 

Regulatory Impact Analysis 

This regulatory amendment is not a 
major rule for purposes of Executive 
Order 12291. It is not anticipated to have 
an annual effect on the economy of $100 
million or more. It will not result in a 
major increase in costs or prices for 
consumers, individual industries. 
Federal, State, or local government 
agencies, or geographic regions. It will 
not have any significant adverse effects 
on competition, employment, 
investment, productivity, innovation, or 
on the ability of United Siates-based 
enterprises to compete with foreign- 
based enterprises in domestic or foreign 
markets. Consequently, a Regulatory 
Impact Analysis is not required. 

Regulatory Flexibility Analysis 

Because no notice of proposed 
rulemaking is required for this final rule, 
it is not subject to the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 601 et seg). 

Paperwork Reduction Act 

Because no additional information 
collection requirements are imposed by 
this final rule, it is not subject to the 
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C. 

3502 et seq.). 

Notice and Comment 

The Department of Treasury has 
determined that a notice of proposed 
rulemaking pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 553(b) is 
not required because these regulatory 
amendments effect interpretative rules 
and rules of agency procedure, or 
because notice and public comment 
thereon are unnecessary. These 
regulatory amendments do not change 
the legal effect of the current regulations 
nor do they have any substantial impact 
on those regulated. The amendments 
clarify existing language, make purely 
stylistic changes to the form of the 
regulations, highlight existing reporting 
requirements, change routine technical 
procedures, and elaborate upon existing 
delegations of agency authority. 

Drafting Information 

The principal author of this document 
is Terry V. Thiele, Office of the General 
Counsel. Department of the Treasury. 


However, personnel from other Treasury 
offices participated in its development. 

List of Subjects in 31 CFR Part 103 

Authority delegations (Government 
agencies). Banks and banking, Foreign 
banking, Currency, Investigations, Law 
enforcement. Reporting and 
recordkeeping requirements. Taxes. 

PART 103—(AMENDED) 

31 CFR Part 103 is amended as set 
forth below: 

1. The authority citation for Part 103 is 
revised to read as follows: 

Authority: Sec 21 of the Federal Deposit 
Insurance Act. Pub. L 91-508. Title 1.84 Stat. 
1114,1116 (12 U.S.C. 1626b. 1951,1950); and 
the Currency and Foreign Transactions 
Reporting Act, Pub. L No. 91-506, Title II. 84 
Stat 1118, as amended (31 U.S.C. 5311-23). 

2. Throughout Part 103, the word 
“and" is changed to “or" wherever it 
appears between the words “brokers 
and dealers in securities". 

§103.11 [Amended] 

3. Section 103.11 is amended as 
follows: 

a. By designating the terms Bank. 
Broker or dealer in securities, currency, 
domestic, financial institution, foreign 
bank, foreign financial agency, monetary 
instruments, person, Secretary, 
transaction in currency, and. United 
States, as paragraphs (a) through (1), 
respectively. 

b. In the definition of “Bank", (new 
paragraph (a)), by revising the 
introductory text, adding a new 
paragraph (a)(8) and by removing 
paragraph (b). and 

c. By revising the definition of 
"currency", which is new paragraph (c), 
as follows: 

(a) Bank . Each agent, agency, branch 
or office within the United States of any 
person doing business in one or more of 
the capacities listed below: 

* • • • • 

(8) A bank organized under foreign 
law. 

(b) Broker or dealer in securities. 

• • • 

(c) Currency. The coin and paper 
money of the United States or of any 
other country that is designated as legal 
tender and that circulates and is 
customarily used and accepted as a 
medium of exchange in the country of 
issuance. Currency includes U.S* silver 
certificates, U.S. notes and Federal 
Reserve notes. Currency also includes 
official foreign bank notes that are 
customarily used and accepted as a 
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medium of exchange in a foreign 
country. 

• • • * • 

§103.22 | Amended) 

4. The last sentence is removed from 
both S 103.22 (a)(1) and (a)(2). 

§ 103.23 [Amandadl 

5. The last sentence Is removed from 
$ 103.23(a) and is inserted at the 
beginning of { 103.23(d). 

§103.26 ( Amended | 

0. Paragraph (d) of S 103.26 is 
designated as paragraph (e) and revised, 
and a new paragraph (d) is added, to 
read us follows: 

• • • • • 

(d) Reporta required to be filed by 

S 103.24 shall be filed on or before June 
30 each calendar year with respect to 
foreign financial accounts exceeding 
$10,000 maintained during the previous 
calendar year. They shall be filed with 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
on forms to be prescribed by the 
Secretary and all information called for 
in such forms shall be furnished. 

(e) Forms to be used in making the 
reports required by 55 103.22 and 103.24 
may be obtained from the Internal 
Revenue Service. Forms to be used in 
making the reports required by 5 103.23 
may be obtained from the U.S. Customs 
Service. 


5103.43 | Amended 1 

7. Section 103.43 is revised to read as 

follows: 

(a) The Secretary may make any 
information set forth in any report 
received pursuant to this part available 
to any other department or agency of the 
United States, any state or local 
Rovemment or any foreign government, 
upon the request of the head of such 
department or agency made in writing 
and stating the particular information 
desired, the criminal, tax or regulatory 
investigation or proceeding in 
i^nnectlon with which the information 
I* sought and the official need therefor. 

(b) The Secretary may make any 
information set forth in any report, 
received pursuant to this part available 
to any other department or agency of the 
United States that is a member of the 
Intelligence Community, as defined by 
Kxecuttve Order 12356 or any 
succeeding executive order, upon the 
request of the head of such department 
° r agency made in writing and stating 
the particular information desired, the 
national security matter with which the 
information is sought and the official 
need therefor. 


(c) Any information made available 
under this section to other department 
or agencies of the United States, any 
state or local government, or any foreign 
government shall be received by them in 
confidence, and shall not be disclosed to 
any person except for official purposes 
relating to the investigation, proceeding 
or matter in connection with which the 
information is sought. 

5 163.46 (Amended! 

8. Paragraphs (a) of 5 103.46 are 
revised to read as follows: 

(а) Responsibility for assuring 
compliance with the requirements of this 
part is delegated as follows: 

(1) To the Comptroller of the Currency 
with respect to those financial 
institutions regularly examined for 
safety and soundness by national bank 
examiners; 

(2) To the Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System with respect to 
those financial institutions regularly 
examined for safety and soundness by 
Federal Reserve bank examiners; 

(3J To the Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation with respect to those 
financial institutions regularly examined 
for safety and soundness by FDIC bank 
examiners; 

(4) To the Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board with respect to those financial 
institutions regularly examined for 
safety and soundness by FHLBB bank 
examiners; 

(5) To the Administrator of the 
National Credit Union Administration 
with respect to those financial 
institutions regularly examined for 
safety and soundness by NCUA 
examiners; 

(б) To the Securities and Exchange 
Commission with respect to brokers or 
dealers in securities; 

• • • • • 

Dated: October 8,1966. 

David D. Qumo. 

Acting Assistant Secretary (Enforcement & 
Operations/ 

FR Doc. 85-24983 Filed 10-21-85; 8.45 am) 
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DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
Department of the Navy 
32 CFR Part 706 

Certifications and Exemptions Under 
the International Regulations for 
Preventing Collisions at Sea. 1972; 
Amendment 

agency: Department of the Navy, DOD. 
action: Final rule. 


summary: The Department of the Navy 
is amending its certifications and 
exemptions under the International 
Regulations for Preventing Collisions at 
Sea, 1972 (72 COLREGS). to reflect that 
the Secretary of the Navy has 
determined that USS JOHN RODGERS 
(DD 983) is a vessel of the Navy which, 
due to its special construction and 
purpose, cannot comply fully with 
certain provisions of the 72 COLREGS 
without interfering with its special 
functions as a naval destroyer. The 
intended effect of this rule is to warn 
mariners in waters where 72 COLREGS 
apply. 

effective DATE: September 16.1985. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Captain Richard J. McCarthy, JAGC. 

U.S. Navy, Admiralty Counsel. Office of 
the Judge Advocate General Navy 
Department, 200 Stovall Street, 
Alexandria, VA 22392-2400, Telephone 
number. (202) 325-9744. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant 
to the autority granted in 33 U.S.C. 1605, 
the Department of the Navy amends 32 
CFR Part 706. This amendment provides 
notice that the Secretary of the Navy 
has certified that USS JOHN RODGERS 
(DD 983) is a vessel of the Navy which, 
due to its special construction and 
purpose, cannot comply fully with 72 
COLREGS: Annex I, section 3(a), 
pertaining to the placement of the 
forward masthead light in the forward 
quarter of the vessel and the horizontal 
distance between the forward and after 
masthead lights, without interfering with 
its special functions as a naval 
destroyer. The Secretary of the Navy 
has also certified that the above- 
mentioned lights are located in closest 
possible compliance with the applicable 
72 COLREGS requirements. 

Moreover, it has been determined, in 
accordance with 32 CFR Parts 296 and 
701, that publication of this amendment 
for public comment prior to adoption is 
impracticable, unnecessary, and 
contrary to public interest since it is 
based on technical findings that the 
placement of lights on this vessel in a 
manner differently from that prescribed 
herein will adversely affect the vessel's 
ability to perform its military functions. 

List of Subjects In 32 CFR Part 706 

Marine safety. Navigation (Water), 
Vessels. 

PART 706—1 AMENDED 1 

Accordingly, 32 CFR Part 706 is 
amended as follows: 

1. The authority citation for 32 CFR 
Part 706 continues to read: 

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1805. 
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$706.2 [AmendedI 

1. Table Five of section 706.2 is 


amended by adding the following vessel the certifications issued by the Secretary 
to the list of vessels therein to indicate of the Navy: 



Dated: September 16.1965. 

Approved: 
lames F. Goodrich, 

Acting Secretary of the Navy. 

[FR Doc. 85-25149 Filed 10-21-85. 8:45 em| 
B 4 LLINO coot M14-A£-« 


32 CFR Part 706 

Certifications and Exemptions Under 
the International Regulations for 
Preventing Collisions at Sea, 1972; 
Amendment 

agency: Department of the Navy, DOD. 
action: Final rule. 

summary: The Department of the Navy 
is amending its certifications and 
exemptions under the International 
Regulations for Preventing Collisions at 
Sea. 1972 (72 COLREGS). to reflect that 
the Secretary of the Navy has 
determined that USS Farragut (DDG 37) 
is a vessel of the Navy which, due to its 
special construction and purpose, 
cannot comply fully with certain 
provisions of the 72 COLREGS without 
interfering with its special function as 
naval destroyer. The intended effect of 
this rule is to warn mariners in waters 
w f here 72 COLREGS apply, 

EFFECTIVE DATE: September 16,1985. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Captain Richard J. McCarthy, JAGC, 
U.S. Navy, Admiralty Counsel. Office of 


the Judge Advocate General. Navy 
Department, 200 Stovall Street, 
Alexandria, VA 22332-2400. Telephone 
number (202) 325-9744. 

SUPPLEMENTARY information: Pursuant 
to the authority granted in 33 U.S.C. 

1605, the Department of the Navy 
amends 32 CFR Part 706. This 
amendment provides notice that the 
Secretary of the Navy has certified that 
USS Farragut (DDG 37) is a vessel of the 
Navy which, due to its special 
construction and purpose, cannot 
comply fully with 72 COLREGS: Rule 
21(a), regarding the arc of visibility of its 
forward masthead light, and Annex I, 
section 3(a). regarding the location of 
the forward masthead light in the 
forward quarter of the vessel and the 
horizontal distance between the forward 
and after masthead lights. Full 
compliance with the above-mentioned 
72 COLREGS provisions would interfere 
with the special functions and purposes 
of the vessel. The Secretary of the Navy 
has also certified that the above- 
mentioned lights are located in closest 
possible compliance with the applicable 
72 COLREGS requirements. 

Moreover, it has been determined, in 
accordance with 32 CFR Parts 296 and 
701. that publication of this amendment 
for public comment prior to adoption is 
impracticable, unnecessary, and 
contrary to public interest since it is 
based on technical findings that the 
placement of lights on this vessel In a 


• 

manner differently from that prescribed 
herein will adversely affect the vessel's 
ability to perform its military functions. 

List of subjects in 32 CFR Pari 706 

Marine safety, Navigation (water), 
Vessels. 

PART 706—[ AMENDED J 

Accordingly, 32 CFR Part 706 is 
amended as follows: 

1, The authority citation for 32 CFR 
Part 706 continues to read: 

Authority: 33 U.S.C, 1605. 

§706.2 [Amended] 

1. Table Four of § 706,2 is amended by 
adding to the existing paragraph 22 the 
following vessel to the list of vessels 
therein to indicate the certifications 
issued by the Secretary of the Navy: 

22. On the following ships, the arc of 
visibility of the forward masthead light, 
required by Rule 21(a), may be obstructed 
through 1.4* at the following angles relative to 
the ship's heading: 




1 Obaosed angtet 
ratettvo to i 

USS 

DOG 37 

j 1SS* sod 3405* 



2. Table Five of § 706.2 is amended by 
adding the following vessel to the list of 
vessels therein to indicate the 
certifications issued by the Secretary of 
the Navy: 
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Ujled: September 16 , 1985 . 

Approved: 
fames F. Goodrich, 

Acting Sa:n.lrary of the Navy. 

|FR Doc. 05-25150 Filed 10-21-05: 0:45 am| 

QIUUNO COCK 


32 CFR Part 706 

Certifications and Exemptions Under 
the International Regulations for 
Preventing Collisions at Sea, 1972; 
Amendment 

agency: Department of the Navy. DOU. 
action: Final rule. 

summary: The Department of the Navy 
is amending its certifications and 
exemptions under the Internationa] 
Regulations for Preventing Collisions at 
Sea. 1972 (72 COLREGS). to reflect that 
the Secretary of the Navy has 
determined that USS CHICAGO (SSN 
721) is a vessel of the Navy which, due 
In its special construction and purpose, 
cannot comply fully with certain 
provisions of the 72 COLREGS without 
interfering with its special function as a 
naval submarine. The intended effect of 
this rule is to warn mariners in waters 
where 72 COLREGS apply. 
effective date: September 16,1985. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 

Captain Richard J. McCarthy, ]AGC. 

U S. Navy, Admiralty Counsel Office of 
the Judge Advocate General Navy 
Department, 200 Stovall Street 
Alexandria. VA 22332-2400, Telephone 
number: (202] 325-9744. 
supplementary INFORMATION: Pursuant 
to the authority granted in 33 U.S.C. 

1605, the Department of the Navy 
amends 32 CFR Part 706. This 
amendment provides notice that the 
Secretary of the Navy has certified that 
USS CHICAGO (SSN 721) is a vessel of 
the Navy which, due to its special 
construction and purpose, cannot 
comply fully with 72 COLREGS: Rule 
21(c). pertaining to the arc of visibility of 
the stemlight; Annex I. section 2(a}(i), 
pertaining to the height of the masthead 
light; Annex I, section 2(k). pertaining to 
the height and relative positions of the 
anchor lights: and Annex L section 3(b). 
pertaining to the locations of the 
sidelights. Full compliance with the 
above-mentioned 72 COLREGS 
provisions would interfere with the 
special functions and purposes of the 
vessel. The Secretary of the Navy has 
also certified that the above-mentioned 
lights are located in closest possible 
compliance with the applicable 72 
COLREGS requirements. 

Notice is also provided to the effect 
that USS CHICAGO (SSN 721) is a 


member of the SSN 688 class of vessels 
for which certain exemptions, pursuant 
to 72 COLREGS, Rule 38, have been 
previously authorised by the Secretary 
of the Navy. The exemptions pertaining 
to that class, found in the existing tables 
of $ 708.3, are equally applicable to USS 
CHICAGO (SSN 721). 

Moreover, it has been determined, in 
accordance with 32 CFR Paris 296 and 
701. that publication of this amendment 
for public comment prior to adoption is 
impracticable, unnecessary, and 
contrary to public interest since it is 
based on technical findings that the 
placement of lights on this vessel in a 
manner differently from that prescribed 
herein will adversely affect the vessel's 
ability to perform its military functions. 

List of Subjects in 32 CFR Pari 706 

Marine safety. Navigation (water). 
Vessels. 

PART 706—(AMENDED] 

Accordingly, 32 CFR Part 706 is 
amended as follows: 


Dated: September 10. 1985. 

Approved: 
lames F. Goodrich, 

Acting Secretary of the Navy . 

(FR Doc 85-25151 Filed 10-21-85:8:45 am] 

BILLING COOC MXMkC-M 

32 CFR Part 706 

Certifications and Exemptions Under 
the International Regulations for 
Preventing Collisions at Sea, 1972; 
Amendment 

agency: Department of the Navy. DOD. 
action: Finn! Rule. 

summary: The Department of the Navy 
is amending its certifications and 
exemptions under the Internationa! 
Regulations for Preventing Collisions at 
Sea. 1972 (72 COLREGS). to reflect that 
the Secretary of the Navy has 
determined that USS SAN JOSE (AFS 7) 
is a vessel of the Navy which, due to its 
special construction and purpose, 
cannot comply fully with certain 
provisions of the 72 COLREGS without 
interfering with its special function as a' 
combat stores vessel. The intended 


1. The authority citation for 32 CFR 
Part 706 continues to read: 

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1005. 

£ 706.2 (Amended | 

1. Table One of 5 706.2 is amended by 
adding the following vessel to the list of 
vessels therein to indicate the 
certifications issued by the Secretary of 
the Navy: 



2. Table Three of $ 708.2 is amended 
by adding the following vessel to the list 
of vessels therein to indicate the 
certifications issued by the Secretary of 

the Navy: 


effect of this rule is to warn mariners in 
waters where 72 COLREGS apply. 
effective date: September 16.1985. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT 

Captain Richard J. McCarthy, JAGC, 

U.S. Navy. Admiralty Counsel Office of 
the Judge Advocate General Navy 
Department, 200 Stovall Street, 
Alexandria, VA 22332-2400. Telephone 
number (202) 325-9744. 

SUPPLEMENTARY information: Pursuant 
to the authority granted In 33 U.S.G 
1605. the Department of the Navy 
amends 32 CFR Part 708. This 
amendment provides notice that the 
Secretary of the Navy has certified that 
USS SAN JOSE (AFS 7) is a vessel of the 
Navy which, due to its special 
construction and purpose, cannot 
comply fully with 72 COLREGS. Annex 
I, section 3(a), pertaining to the 
placement of the after masthead light 
and the horizontal distance between the 
forward and after masthead lights, 
without interfering with its special 
functions as a combat stores vessel. The 
Secretary of the Navy has also certified 
that the aforementioned lights are 
located in closest possible compliance 
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with the applicable 72 COLREGS 
requirements. 

Moreover, it has been determined, in 
accordance with 32 CFR Parts 296 and 
701, that publication of this amendment 
for public comment prior to adoption is 
impracticable, unnecessary, and 
contrary to public interest since it is 
based on technical findings that the 
placement of lights on this vessel in a 
manner differently from that prescribed 


herein will adversely affect the vessel's 
ability to perform its military functions. 

List of Subjects In 32 CFR Part 706 

Marine safety, Navigation (water), 
Vessels. 

PART 706—(AMENDED 1 

Accordingly, 32 CFR Part 706 is 
amended as follows: 


1. The authority citation for 32 CFR 
Part 706 continues to read: 

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1605. 

$706.2 (Amended) 

1. Table Five of $ 706.2 is amended by 
adding the following vessel to the list of 
vessels therein to indicate the 
certifications issued by the Secretary of 
the Navy: 



Dated: September 16.1905. 

Approved: 
jamet F. Goodrich. 

Acting Secretary’ of the Navy. 

(FR Doc. 85-25152 Filed 10-21-65: 0:45 am] 

StUJMG COOC ttlO-AE-M 


Corps of Engineers, Department of 
the Army 

33 CFR Parts 204, 207, and 334 

Danger Zones, Navigation and 
Restricted Area Regulations 

agency: Army Corps of Engineers, DoD. 
action: Final rule. 

summary: The Department of the Army 
is consolidating the danger zone 
regulations in Part 204. with the 
restricted area/prohibited area 
regulations in Part 207 and 
repromulgating the regulations in a new 
Part 334. These changes are made to 
place these danger zones, restricted area 
and prohibited area regulations into the 
regulatory program of the Corps. The 
regulations which govern the regulatory 
program of the Corps of Engineers are 
promulgated in 33 CFR Parts 320-330. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: December 6,1985. 
address: USACE. DAEN-CWO-N, 
Washington. DC. 20314-1000. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. Ralph T. Eppard at (202) 272-0199. 
SUPPLEMENTARY information: Pursuant 
to its authorities, the Department of the 
Army has established danger zone 
regulations in 33 CFR Part 204 and 
restricted area and prohibited area 
regulations in Part 207. Today, we are 


logically combining these regulations 
with procedural regulations in a new 
Part 334 which places it numerically 
with the Corps regulatory program. All 
regulations in Part 204 are transferred to 
Part 334 and are renumbered as set forth 
below. Those regulations in Part 207 
which establish restricted areas and 
prohibited areas generally for 
Department of Defense agencies are 
transferred to Part 334 and are also 
renumbered as set forth below. All 
navigation regulations in Part 207 which 
do not establish the specific restricted 
areas/prohibited areas designated 
below, remain in 33 CFR Part 207. The 
regulations in 33 CFR 207.640 title “San 
Francisco Bay, San Pablo Bay. 

Carquinez Strait, Suisun Bay. San 
loaquin River, and connecting waters, 
California*' and the regulations in 33 
CFR 207.750 title “Puget Sound Area. 
Wash.” contain both navigation 
regulations and restricted area 
regulations for those geographic areas. 
We have identified those paragraphs 
which establish restricted areas under 
$$ 207.640 and 207.750 and renumbered 
and transferred those paragraphs. The 
remainder of the navigation regulations 
in $$ 207.640 and 207.750 remain 
unchanged. 

Later this year we will publish 
proposed rules to provide for definitions, 
procedures, and policies relating to 
danger zones and restricted areas/ 
prohibited areas. 

Notes 

1. The Department of the Army has 
determined that notice of proposed 
rulemaking with respect to this rule is 
impracticable and unnecessary since 


these changes involve only agency 
organization, practice and procedures. 

2. The Department of the Army has 
also determined that this rule is not a 
major rule within the meaning of 
Executive Order 12291 and is exempt 
from the general requirements of 
Executive Order 12291 in accordance 
with the exemption provided military 
functions. 

3. The Department of the Army 
certifies that this rule will not have a 
significant ecomomic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities 
under the criteria of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act. 

List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 334 

Navigation, Waterways, 
Transportation. 

Accordingly, sections from Parts 204 
and 207 are redesignated in Part 334 as 
follows: 

PART 334—DANGER ZONES AND 
RESTRICTED AREA REGULATIONS 

1. The authority citation for Part 334 is 
added to read as follows: 

Authority: (40 Slut. 266: 33 U.S.C. 1) and (40 
Stat. 892: 33 U.8.C 3). 

2. Sections from 33 CFR Parts 204 and 
207 are moved to 33 CFR Part 334 and 
redesignated as follows: 

Old Sec. No New See. N* 


204 t 

334.10 

204.1a 

334.20 

207.4 

334 30 

204.2 

334 40 

207.5 

334 50 

2044 

334 60 

204.5 

334.70 

204.10 

33460 
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3H20 

21H23 

207.10$ 

204.24 

204.27 

20420 

207116 

207,117 

204.32 

207125 

20456 

204.42 

204 44 

204 46 

204 40 

204.41 

207.126 

307.126 
207.129 
207152b 
207.153 

207.155 
207.157 

207.156 
204 46 
204 40 
204 49a 
204-50 
20451 
204.51a 
204 52 
204 53 
204 54 
204 55 
207 164 
204.56 
207 164a 
207 164b 
207.164c 
20460 

204.61 
207 165 
207 167 

204.62 
207.171 
207.1716 
207.171b 
207.171 d 
2071716 
207.171/ 
204 65 
204 66 
207 173 

N16 

204.100 

204.111 

204.112 

204.113 

204.114 
201120 

204.126 
204 130 
201134 

204.135 

304.136 
207.175b 
207.175c 
207.175d 
207.175# 
207.176 
207,164 
207.188 
207 305 
207,475 
20117$ 
304 100 
204.107 

207.611 

207.612 
207.612a 
207412b 
207 6136 
207413b 
207414 
204.195 


334.90 

334.100 

334110 

334120 

334 130 

334440 

334150 

334.160 

334470 

334460 

334190 

334-200 

334.210 

334.220 

334.230 

334.240 

334.250 

334 200 

334270 

334 280 

334.290 

334 300 

334.310 

334.320 

334.330 

334.340 

334 350 

334 300 

334.370 

334 380 

334390 

334.400 

334.410 

334.420 

334.430 

334 440 

334 450 

334 46U 

334,470 

334 460 

334.490 

331500 

334510 

334520 

334 530 

334 540 

334.550 

334560 

334570 

334 580 

334.590 

334 000 

334.610 

334.620 

334.630 

334.640 

334 650 

334.680 

334670 

334 680 

334690 

334.700 

334.710 

334.720 

334.730 

334740 

334750 

334.760 

334.770 

331780 

04 IQ 

334 500 

334.810 

334 820 

334630 

334640 

334650 

334 800 

334670 

334660 

334 890 

334 900 

334.910 

334.920 

334 930 


204197 

204 200 

204 200a 

204 200b 

207615 

207617 

207.640(6) 

207640(c) 

207640(f) 

207640(8) 

20(7640(6X1) 
207 640(81(2) 
207640(g)(3) 
207.640(h) 
207640(i) 
2076400) 
207640(1) 
207.640(a) 
204-201* 

204 202 

204203 

204.205 

204.215 

204216 

204220 

204.222 

207.750(6) 

207.750(c) 

207 750(c) 

207 75OU) 

207 750(k) 

207.75O(n) 

207.75O(o) 

207.75O(p) 

204.222a 

204.222b 

204 222c 

207.901 

207.602 

207804 

204223 

204224 

204224a 

204224b 

204.224c 

204.2256 

207806 

207.607 

204.220 

207 608 

204.227 

204.228 
201230 
204234 
207 815 
207817 


334 940 

334950 

334 980 

334 970 

334980 

334 990 

3311000 

334.1010 

334 1020 

334.1030 

334.1040 

334.1050 

334 1060 

334.1070 

3341080 

334.1090 

334.1100 

334.1110 

3341120 

334,1130 

334.1140 

334.1150 

334 1160 

334.1170' 

3341160 

334.1190 

334.1200 

334.1210 

334-1220 

334.1230 

334 1240 

334.1250 

334.1280 

334.1270 

334.1280 

334 1290 

334.1300 

334.1310 

334.1320 

334.1330 

334.1340 

3341350 

334.1360 

334.1370 

334 1300 

334.1390 

3341400 

3341410 

334 1420 

334.1430 

334.1440 

334 1450 

3341460 

3341470 

334 1460 

3341490 


PART 334—DANGER ZONE AND 
RESTRICTED AREA REGULATIONS 

See. 

334.10 Gulf of Maine off Seal Island. Maine; 
naval aircraft bombing target area. 

334.20 Gulf of Maine off Cape Small. Maine; 
naval aircraft practice mining range area. 

334.30 Gulf of Maine off Pemaquid Point. 
Maine; naval sonobuoy test area. 

334 40 Atlantic Ocean in vicinity of Duck 
Island. Maine. Isles of Shoals; naval 
aircraft bombing target area. 

334-50 Piscataqua River at Portsmouth 
Naval Shipyard. Kittery. Maine; 
restricted areas. 

334.60 Cape Cod Bay south of Wellfleet 
Harbor. Mass.; naval aircraft bombing 
target area. 

334.70 Buzzards Bay. and adjacent waters. 
Mass.; danger zones for naval 
operations. 

33460 Narragansett Bay. RJ.; prohibited 
area. 
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334.90 Waters of Atlantic Ocean; National 
Guard Training Center. Sea Gul. N.J. 

334.100 Atlantic Ocean off Cape May. N.J 4 
Coast Guard Rifle Range. 

334.110 Delaware Bay off Cape Henlopen. 
Del.; naval restricted area. 

334.120 Delaware Bay off Milford Neck; 
naval aircraft bombing target area. 

334.130 Atlantic Ocean off Wallops Island 
and Chincoteague Inlet. V«4 danger 
zone. 

334.140 Chesapeake Bay; United States 
Army Proving Ground Reservation. 
Aberdeen. Md. 

334.150 Severn River at Annapolis. Md4 
experimental test area. U.S. Navy Marine 
Engineering Laboratory. 

334.160 Severn River, at U S. Naval 

Academy Santee Basin. Annapolis. Md.; 
naval restricted area. 

334.170 Chesapeake Bay. in the vicinity of 
Chesapeake Beach. Md.; firing range. 
Naval Research Laboratory. 

334.160 Patuxent River. Md,; restricted 
areas. U.S. Naval Air Test Center. 
Patuxent River, Md. 

334.190 Chesapeake Bay. in vicinity of 
Bloodsworth Island, Md.; shore 
bombardment, air bombing, air strafing, 
and rocket firing area. U.S. Navy. 

334.200 Chesapeake Bay. Point Lookout to 
Cedar Point; aerial firing range and target 
areas. U.S. Naval Air Test Center. 
Patuxent RJver, Md. 

334.210 Chesapeake Bay. In vicinity of 
Tangier Island; Naval guided missiles 
test operations area. 

334220 Chesapeake Bay, South of Tangier 
Island, Virginia; naval firing range. 

334.230 Potomac River. 

334240 Potomac River. Matte woman Creek 
and Chicamuxen Creek; U S. Naval 
Propellant Plant Indian Head, Md. 

334 250 # Cunston Cove, at Whitestone Point, 
Va4 U.S. Army restricted area, 

334260 York River. V§4 naval prohibited 
and restricted areas. 

334270 York River adjacent to Cheatham 
Annex Depot. Naval Supply Center, 
Williamsburg Virginia; restricted area. 

334.280 James River between the entrance 
to Skiffes Creek and Mulberry Point. Va4 
army training and small craft testing 
area. 

334.290 Elizabeth River. Southern Branch. 
Va.; naval restricted areas. 

334 300 Hampton Roads and Willoughby 
Bay off Norfolk Naval Base; navy 
restricted areas. 

334.310 Chesapeake Bay, Lynnhaven Roads: 
navy amphibious training area. 

334220 Chesapeake Bay entrance; naval 
restricted area. 

334.330 Atlantic Ocean and connecting 
waters in vicinity of Myrtle Island. Va.; 
Air Force practice bombing, rocket firing, 
and gunnery range. 

334.340 Chesapeake Bay off Plum tree 
Island. Hampton. Va.; Air Force 
precision test area. 

334.350 Chesapeake Bay off Fort Monroe. 

Va.; firing range danger zone. 
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334,360 Chesapeake Bay, off Fort Monroe, 
restricted area. U.S. Naval Base and 
Naval Ordnance Laboratory. 

334.370 Chesapeake Bay, Lynnhaven Roads; 
danger zones. U.S. Naval Amphibious 
Base. 

334.300 Atlantic Ocean south of entrance to 
Chesapeake Bay off Dam Neck. Virginia 
Beach. Virginia, naval firing range 

334.390 Atlantic Ocean south of on trace to 
Chesapeake Bay; firing range. 

334.400 Atlantic Ocean south of entrance to 
Chesapeake Bay off Camp Pendleton. 
Virginia: naval prohibited area. 

334.410 Albermarle Sound. Pamlico Sound, 
and adjacent waters, N C; danger zor.es 
for naval aircraft operations. 

334.420 Pamlico Sound and adjacent waters. 
N C.. danger zones fur Marine Corps 
operations. 

334.430 Neuse River and tributaries of 
Marine Corps Air Station. Cherry Point. 
N.C.; restricted area. 

334 440 New River. N.C, and vicinity; 

Marine Corps Firing Ranges. 

334.4SO Cape Fear River and tributaries at 
Sunny Point Army Terminal Brunswick 
County. North Carolina; restricted area. 

334.400 Cooper River and tributaries at 
Charleston. S.C.; restricted areas. 

334.470 Cooper River and Charleston 

Harbor. South Carolina; restricted areas. 

334.400 Archers Creek. Ribbon Creek and 
Broad River, S.C.; U.S. Marine Corps 
Recruit Deport Fifle and Pistol Ranges. 
Parris Island. 

334.490 Atlantic Ocean off Georgia Coast; 
air-to-air and air-to-water gunnery and 
bombing ranges for fighter and 
bomardment aircraft United States Air 
Force. 

334.500 St. Johns River, Fla.. Ribault Bay; 
prohibited area. 

334.510 U.S. Navy Fuel DefH>t Pier. St. |ohns 
River, Jacksonville, Florida; restricted 
area. 

334,520 lake George. Fla.: naval bombing 
area. 

334 530 Canaveral Harbor adjacent to the 
Navy pier at Port Canaveral Fla.; 
restricted area. 

334.540 Banaxui River at Cape Canaveral 
Missile Test Annex. Fla.; prohibited area. 

334.550 Banana River at Cape Canaveral 
Air Force Station. Fla., restricted area. 

334.560 Banana River at Patrick Air Force 
Base. Fla.; prohibited area. 

334.570 Banana River near Orsina Fla.; 
restricted area. 

334.580 Atlantic Ocean near Port 

Everglades. Fla.; naval restricted area. 

334 500 Atlantic Ocean off Cape Canaveral 
Fla.; Air Force Missile Testing Area. 
Patrick Air Force Base, Fla, 

334.800 TRIDENT Busin adjacent to 

Canaveral Harbor at Cape Canaveral Air 
Force Station. Brevard County. Florida; 
Danger Zone. 

334.610 Key West Harbor, at U.S, Naval 
Base, Key West, Fla.; naval restricted 
area. 


Sec 

334.820 Straits of Florida and Florida Bay in 
vidnity of Key West. Fla.: operational 
training area, aerial gunnery range, and 
bombing and strafing target areas. Naval 
Air Station. Key West, Fla. 

334.630 Tampa Buy south of MacDiU Air 
Force Base. Fla.; small-arms firing range 
and aircraft jettison. United States Air 
Force, MacDiU Air Force Base, 

334.640 Gulf of Mexico south of Apalachee 
Bay. Fla.: Air Force rocket firing range. 

334.650 Gulf of Mexico, south of St. George 
Island. Ftn^ test firing range. 

334.660 Gulf of Mexico and Apalachicola 
Bay south of Apalachicola, Florida, 

Drone Recovery Area. Tyndall Air Force 
Base. Florida, 

334.670 Gulf of Mexico south and west of 
ApulachlooU, San Bias, and St Joseph 
Bays; air-to-air firing practice range, 
Tyndall Air Force Base. Fla. 

334.680 Gulf of Mexico, southeast of St 
Andrew Bay East Entrance. Small Arms 
Firing Rang*. Tyndall Air Force Base. 

Fla. 

334 690 Gulf of Mexico, south of Panama 
City. Florida; underwater experimental 
areas, U.S. Navy Mine Defense 
Laboratory, Panama City, Florida. 

334.700 Choctawhatchee Bay. Aerial 
Gunnery Ranges, Air Proving Ground 
Center, Air Research and Development 
Command. Eglin Air Force Base. Fla. 

334.710 The Narrows and Gulf of Mexico 
adjacent to Santa Rose Island, Air Force 
Proving Ground Command. Eglin Air 
Force Base. Florida. 

334.720 Gulf of Mexico, south from 

Choctawhatchee Bay; guided missiles 
test operations area. Headquarters Air 
Proving Ground Command, United States 
Air Force, Eglin Air Force Base, Florida. 

334.730 Waters of Santa Rose Sound and 
Calf of Mexico adjacent to Santa Rose 
Island. Air Force Shoving Ground 
Command, Eglin Air Force Base, Florida. 

334.740 Weckley Bayou, an arm of Boggy 
Bayou. Fla^ at Eglin Air Force Base; 
restricted area. 

334.750 Ben's Lake, a tributary of 

Choctawhatchee Bay. Fla., at Eglin Air 
Force Base; restricted area- 

334.760 Alligator Bayou, a tributary of St. 
Andrew Bay, Florida; restricted area. 

334.770 Gulf of Mexico and St. Andrew 
Sound, south of East Bay, Florida. 
Tyndall Drone Launch Corridor. Tyndall 
Air Force Base, Florida: restricted area. 

334.780 Pensacolo Bay, Fla.; seaplane 
restricted area. 

334.790 Sabine River at Orange, Texas; 
restricted area in vicinity of the Naval 
and Marine Corps Reserve Center. 

334.800 Corpus Christ! Bay, Tex.: seaplane 
restricted area. \JS. Naval Air Station. 
Corpus Chris ti 

334.810 Ho!»ton River at Holston Ordnance 
Works. Kingsport Tennessee: restricted 
area. 

334.620 Lake Michigan; naval restricted 
area, United States Naval Training 
Canter, Great Lakes. 01. 
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334.830 Lake Michigan; small-arms range 
adjacent to United States Naval Training 
Center. Great Lakes. Ill 

334 840 Waters of Lake Michigan south of 
Northerly Island at entrance to Burnham 
Park Yacht Harbor, Chicago. Illinois; 
danger zone adjacent to airport on 
Northerly Island. 

334.650 Lake Erie, west end. north of Erie 
Ordnance Depot Lacame. Ohio. 

334.860 San Diego Bay. California, Naval 
Amphibious Base: restricted area. 

334870 San Diego Harbor, Calif.; restricted 
areas. 

334.880 San Diego Harbor. Calif.; naval 
restricted area adjacent to Point Lomu. 

334.890 Pacific Ocean Point Loma. Calif.; 
naval restricted area. 

334.900 Pacific Ocean. U.S. Marine Corps 
Base, Camp Pendleton. Californio; 
restricted area. 

334.910 Pacific Ocean, Camp Pendleton Boat 
Basin. U3. Marine Corps Base. Camp 
Pendleton, Calif.; restricted area. 

334.920 Pacific Ocean off the east coast of 
San Clemente Island Calif.: naval 
restricted area. 

334.930 Anaheim Bay Harbor. Calif.: Naval 
Weapons Station. Seal Beach. 

334.940 Pacific Ocean in vicinity of San 
Pedro. Califs practice firing range for 
United States Army Reserve, National 
Guard and Coast Guard units. 

334850 Pacific Ocean at San Clemente 
Island. CaliL Navy shore bombardment 
area in vidnity of Pyramid Cove. 

334 960 Pacific Ocean. San Clemente Island 
Calif.; naval danger zone off West Cove. 

334870 Pacific Ocean. San Clemente Island 
Calif.; naval danger zone off China Point. 

334.980 Padfic Ocean, around San Nicolas 
Island CaliL naval restricted area. 

334.990 Long Beach Harbor. CaliL naval 
restricted area. 

334.1000 San Francisco Bay north of 
Alcatraz Island: submarine operating 
area. 

334.1010 San Francisco Bay in vidnity of 
Hunters Point; naval restricted area. 

334.1020 San Francisco Bay and Oakland 
Inner Harbor, restricted areas in 
vindnity of Naval Air Station. Alameda 

334.1030 Oakland Inner Harbor adjacent to 
Alameda Fadlity. Naval Supply Center. 
Oakland: restricted area. 

334.1040 Oakland Harbor In vidnity of 

Naval Supply Center, Oakland restricted 
area and navigation. 

334.1050 Oakland Outer Harbor adjacent to 
the Military Ocean Terminal. Bay Area, 
Pier No. 8 (Port of Oakland Berth No. 10) 
restricted area. 

334.1060 Oakland Outer Harbor adjacent to 
the Oakland Army base; restricted area. 

334.1070 San Fraud sc o Bay between 

Treasure Island and Yerba Buena Island 
naval restricted area. 

334.1060 San Frandeco Bay adjacent to 
northeast comer of Treasure Island 
naval restricted area 

334.1090 San Francisco Bay in vicinity of the 
NSC Fuel Department. Point Molate 
restricted area. 
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334.1100 San Pablo Bay. Carquincz Strait, 
and Mare Island Strait in vicinity of U-S. 
Naval Shipyard. Mare Island; restricted 
area. 

334.1110 Suisun Bay at Naval Weapons 
Station. Concord; restricted area. 
334.1120 Pacific Ocean in the vicinity of 
Point Mugu, Califs naval small arms 
firing range. 

334.1130 Pacific Ocean. Western Space and 
Missile Center (WSMC), Vandenberg 
AFB, California; danger zones. 

334.1140 Pacific Ocean at San Miguel 
Island. Calif.; naval danger zone. 

334.1150 Monterey Bay. Calif. 

334.1160 San Pablo Bay, Calif.; target 
practice area. Mare Island Naval 
Shipyard. Vallejo. 

334.1170 San Pablo Bay, Calif.; gunnery 
range. Naval Inshore Operations 
Training Center. Mare Island. Vallejo. 

334.1180 Strait of |uan de Fuca, Washington; 
air-to-surfacc weapon range, restricted 
area. 

334.1190 Hood Canal and Dabob Bay. 

Wash.; naval non-explosive torpedo 
testing area. 

334.1200 Strait of (uan de Fuca, eastern end; 
off the westerly shore of Whidbey Island; 
naval restricted areas. 

334.1210 Admiralty Inlet, entrance: naval 
restricted area. 

334.1220 Hood Canal. Bangor naval 
restricted areas. 

334.1230 Port Orchard; naval restricted area. 

334.1240 Sinclair Inlet; naval restricted 
areas. 

334.1250 Carr Inlet; naval restricted areas. 

'134.1260 Dabob Bay, Whitney Point, naval 
restricted area. 

.134.1270 Port Townsend, Indian Island, 
Walan Point, naval restricted area. 

334.1280 Bristol Bay, Alaska; air-to-air 
weapon range, Alaskan Air Command, 
U.S. Air Force. 

334.1290 In Bering Sea. Shemya Island Area, 
Alaska; meteorological rocket launching 
facility. Alaskan Air Command, U.S. Air 
Force. 

334.1300 Blying Sound area. Gulf of Alaska. 
Alaska; air-to-air gunnery practice area. 
Alaskan Air Command. VS. Air Force. 

334.1310 Lutak Inlet, Alaska; restricted 
areas. 

334.1320 Kuluk Bay, Adak. Alaska; naval 
restricted areas. 

334.1330 Bering Strait. Alaska; naval 

restricted area off Cape Prince of Wales. 

334.1340 Pacific Ocean. Hawaii; danger 
zones. 

334.1350 Pacific Ocean, Island of Oahu. 
Hawaii; danger zone. 

334.1360 Pacific Ocean at Barber's Point, 
Island of Oahu. Hawaii; danger zone. 

334.1370 Pacific Ocean at Keahi Point. 

Island of Oahu, Hawaii; danger zone. 

334.1380 Marine Corps Air Station. (MCAS) 
Kaneohe Bay. Island of Oahu. Hawaii- 
Ulupau Crater Weapons Training range 
Danger Zone. 

334.1390 Pacific Ocean at Barking Sands, 
Island of Kauai. Hawaii: missile Range 
facility. 
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334.1400 Pacific Ocean, at Barbers Point, 
Island of Oahu. Hawaii; restricted area. 

334.1410 Pacific Ocean, at Makapuu Point, 
Waimanalo. Island of Oahu. Hawaii. 
Makai Undersea Test Range. 

334 1420 Pacific Ocean off Orote Point, Apra 
Harbor. Island of Guam, Marianas 
Islands; small arms Bring range. 

334.1430 Apra Inner Harbor. Island of 
Guam, restricted area. 

334.1440 Pacific Ocean at Kwajalein Atoll. 
Marshall Islands; missile testing area. 

334.1450 Atlantic Ocean off north coast of 
Puerto Rico; practice firing areas. United 
States Armed Forces Antilles. 

334.1460 Atlantic Ocean and Vieques 
Sound, in vicinity of Culebra Island, 
bombing and gunnery target area. 

334.1470 Caribbean Sea and Vieques Sound 
in vicinity of Eastern Vieques, bombing 
and gunnery target area. 

334.1480 Vieques Passage and Atlantic 
Ocean, off east coast of Puerto Rico and 
coast of Vieques Island; naval restricted 
areas. 

334.1490 Caribbean Sea, at St Croix, VX; 
restricted area. 

Dated: October 2,1985. 

Approved. 

Robert K. Dawson. 

Acting Assistant Secretary of the Army, (Civil 

Works), 

[FR Doc. 65-24857 Filed 10-21-85: 8:45 am) 
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

47CFR Part 64 

I Gen. Docket No. 83-989; FCC 85-554) 

Enforcement of Prohibitions Against 
the Use of Common Carriers for the 
Transmission of Obscene Materials 

agency: Federal Communications 

Commission. 

action: Final rule. 

summary: In this action the Commission 
adopts a regulation in accordance with 
our statutory mandate to restrict access 
by minors to obscene or indecent 
telephone messages. This action 
provides a defense to prosecution under 
47 U.S.C. 223(b) (1983) when the 
defendant has taken either of the steps 
set forth in the regulation to restrict 
minors* access to communications 
prohibited thereunder. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: November 25,1985, 
adoress: Federal Communications 
Commission, Washington. D.C. 20554. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Jacqueline E. Holmes, Common Carrier 
Bureau. Domestic Services Branch (202) 
634-1880. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 64 

Miscellaneous common carriers. 
Communications common carriers. 
Telephone. 

Second Report and Order 

In the matter of enforcement of 
prohibitions against the use of common 
carriers for the transmission of obscene 
materials; CEN Docket No. 83-989. 

Adopted October 10.1985. 

Released October 18.1985. 

By the Commission. 

Introduction 

1. In this Second Report and Order the 
Commission seeks to respond to a court 
decision that found certain infirmities in 
the record supporting a regulation we 
issued pursuant to section 223(b) of the 
Communications Act of 1934 as 
amended, 47 U.S.C. 223(b). Section 
223(b), inter alia, imposes fines on 
parties who knowingly use telephones 
or telephone facilities or allow 
telephones or telephone facilities under 
their control to be used to transmit 
obscene or indecent messages for 
commercial purposes to individuals 
under eighteen years of age. The section 
also requires the Commission to develop 
regulations which, in effect, restrict 
access by minors to the "dial-a-pom" 
messages. 1 In a Report and Order 


* In our Notice of Inquiry. 46 FR 43348 (September 
23.1963) (NOI). we described the "dlal-a-ponT 
service that resulted in passage of the legislation at 
follows: 

High Society Magazine Inc. and Cor Boa 
Publishers obtained the DiaMt number in a lottery 
for DiaMt numbers conducted by New York 
Telephone in |anuary 1983. The number was 
thereafter advertised in High Society liv*r 
magazine and. In February 1983. operation of the 
service commenced When the number it dialed, tht 
caller hears a description or depiction of actual or 
simulated sexual behavior. The messages, which 
an changed at least once daily, an available to 
any caller, twenty four houn a day. every day . As 
the local common carrier. New York Telephone 
does not operate the message service but provides 
the DiaMt service capability pursuant to an 
Intrastate tariff filed with the Public Service 
Commission of New York. That UnfX, t whlch applies 
to all New York Telephone DiaMt services, 
explicitly provides that the subscriber has exclusive 
control over the content and quality of the messages 
recorded and that the telephone company assumes 
no liability therefor. 

The DiaMt number operated by High Society has 
Apparently been widely disseminated and called. 
Sources calculate that the service receives up to 
500000 calls a day. yielding approximately $10,000 
for High Society and $35,000 for New York 
Telephone per day before costs. (Citations omitted 
and emphasis added) 

As was further explained. 

Pursuant to tht focal tariff for DiaMt servtott, 
prior to May 1983 High Society received $02 for 
each local call while New Yofk Telephone received 
107 (of which $0696 is estimated as New York 
Telephone s coat)- As of May 1983. High Society 
continued to receive $.02 per call, but New York 

Caatiauad 
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adopted June 4, 1984. 49 FR 24996 (June 
19,1984), the Commission promulgated a 
regulation after reviewing comments 
and reply comments and a Further 
Notice of Inquiry and Notice of 
Rulemaking (NPRM), 49 FR 2124 
(}anuary 18,1984J, 2 On November 2, 

1984. the United States Court of Appeals 
for the Second Circuit found that the 
Commission had failed to justify the 
regulation adequately. Carlin 
Communications . Inc . v. FCC 749 F2d 
113 (2nd Cir. 1984) [Carlin). By a Second 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, 50 FR 
10510 (March 15.1985) [Second Notice) 
the Commission solicited further 
comments in response to the court 
decision. Specifically, the Second Notice 
sought comments regarding technical 
means to restrict minors’ access to "dial- 
a-pom" services. We now discuss and 
analyze these most recent comments 
and adopt a final regulation based on 
the entire record. 3 


Telephone's revenue per local cult increased to SIS 
(and its average coot to $114) See Sew York 
Telephone P.S C. Tariff No BUU13 at 25. High 
Society also receive* * * 102 lor each tons distance 
call. The loos distance carriers and local carriers 
divide the remaining long distance twenties 

NOl. 48 FR at 43349, n 7. 

We notr that it is more accurate to refer to tha 
“dial 11“ service as the Mas* AnnnutH.emem 
Network Service (MANS), but the parlance hat 
become accepted and t» used throughout this 
proceeding It should also be noted that although 
other MANS messages may be reached by dialing a 
variety at numbers, all Mass Announcement 
Network Services in the Stair of Nrw York are on a 
976 cxd ui.gr and can be accessed locally or 
through an Inter*^change earner. See Report and 
Order. 49 PR 24W*k n & 

* The Commission ts required to adopt regulations 
pursuant to section 223(b)(2) of the Act which 
provides: 

It is a defense to a prosecution under this 
subsection that the defendant restricted access to 
the prohibited communication tu parsons eighteen 
years of agr or older in accordance with procedures 
which the Commiasion shall prescribe by regulation. 

9 Hie following parties submitted comments end 
replies in respotisr to the Second Notice- American 
Civil Liberties Umun (ACLU) American Telephone 
A Telegraph | ATA11. Amrritrch. BcttSoulh. Bell 
Atlantic Carim Communication*. btt: Cincinnati 
Bell. Incu Congressman Thomas Bliley, Conlental 
Telecom. Inc. (Crmtelh Ota) Ink- Inc.; District of 
Columbia Public Service Cummisstaa; Home Bus 
Office IMBO) and American Television and 
Communications Corp. (joint comments) Minnesota 
Attorney General Morality in Media: Mountain 
Stakes Bell, Northwestern Bell and Pacific 
Northwest Bell; New York Department of Public 
Service: Pacific Bell and Nevada Bell Pennsylvania 
Public Utilities Commission. Phone Programs and 
Info Line. Inc. (Joint comments|: Productions by • 
Phone; Southwestern BdL Tel Control 
Teiecommunications Technology Carp. (TTCf. 
United Slates Catholic Conference, and United 
States Telephone Association (USTAf Late filed 
comments were submitted by New York and New 
England Telephone (NYN£X), NYNEX* motion for 
acceptance of these comments is hereby* granted 
Late-filed reply comments were submitted by 
Tclecu rain imitations Research and Action Center 
(TRAC) TRACs comments are treated herein as 
infoimal comments. Other Informal comments are 


Background 

2. The "dia]-a-porn" proceeding 
initially came before the Commission by 
way of a complaint filed by Peter F. 
Cohaian 4 * * and a Petition for Declaratory' 
Ruling filed by Multipoint Distribution 
Systems. Inc. (MDSI).® The complaint, 
filed March 17,1983 by Cohaian 
individually and as County Executive of 
Suffolk County in New York, alleged 
that New York Telephone Company 
violated 47 U.S.C 223 by permitting 
High Society Magazine to use telephone 
company facilities to transmit obscene 
messages. New York Telephone 
Company's reply denied that the 
communications were obscene in nature 
and claimed as an affirmative defense 
that sanctions under section 223 were 
inapplicable because the Company did 
not itself make or knowingly transmit 
the telephone calls. The Commission 
dismissed the Cohaian complaint 
without prejudice based on its 
determination that Section 223 was 
penal in nature.® It referred to the 
Department of fuatice for possible 
criminal action. Cohaian then filed an 
application for review of the 
Commission's dismissal of his 
complaint. 7 New York Telephone 
opposed Cohalan's application, 
asserting that as a common carrier it 
was not subject to Section 223 because 
it did not make or knowingly permit its 
facilities to be used to make proscribed 
calls. Meanwhile, the Department of 
fustice determined that the matter was 
best suited for administrative treatment 
and returned the matter to the 
Commission for administrative action.® 

3. On September 9,1983, the 
Commission initiated its NOI to resolve 
issues concerning its authority to 
regulate "dia!-a-pom M transmissions 
under section 223.® In its NOI, the 


too numerous to be bated here. AU submission* 
were fully considered, however, and constitute part 
of the record of thia proceeding. 

• In the Mailer of Peter F. Cohaian and the 
County of Suffolk. New York v. New York 
Telephone Company. FCC File No. B-63-14 (March 
31 . 1963 ). 

• Petition for Declaratory Ruling filed by 
Multipoint Distribution System*. Inc.. FCC File No. 
CCB DFD B3-2 (June 14.1JMU). 

• Memorandum Opinion and Order, FCC File No. 
E 83-14 (May 16.1963) 

7 Applications for Review of the Commission's 
dismissal of tbe Cohaian complaint were also 
submitted by Congressman Bliley (June 14.19B3) 
and Hubert H Humphrey. II). Attorney General of 
Minnesota (September B. 1963) Both Applications 
were reviewed and considered by our staff, though 
the Utter submission was untimely 1 * filed. 

• latter from Richard Willard Civil Division. 
Department of Justice, to General Counsel Federal 
Communications Commission datad June 10.1963. 

• In a related matter, forty-six members of 
Congress, including Congressman Bliley, sent a 
letter on May & 1963 to Chairman Fowler 


Commission sough! to determine 
whether telephonic communication of 
obscene or indecent messages could or 
should be proscribed pursuant to section 
223. aiul if so, the extent of the 
proscription that should be taken. The 
Commission invited public comment on 
whether it could enforce regulations 
prohibiting “dial-a-pom" against 
common carriers and message service 
providers under the unamended section 
223 and whether common carriers could 
unilaterally decide that material to be 
transmitted is obscene and terminate 
the transmissions based upon their 
determinations pursuant to statute, 
tariff, or contractual agreements. Shortly 
thereafter. Congress amended section 
223 of the Communications Act. 10 The 
Commission was required to issue 
regulations within 180 days restricting 
access by minors to the services 
encompassed by Lhe amendment 
Compliance with the regulations would 
constitute a defense to prosecution 
under the statute. 11 


encouraging the Commission to act rapidly to 
prevent the proliferation of "diel-a-ponT service* 
Section 6 of the Fedaral Communication* 
Commission Authorization Act of 1963. Pub L No 
96-214. effective December 6.1083. 

11 Section 223 was amended to Include subsection 
(b) aa follows: 

(b)(1) Whoever knowlingly— 

(A) to the District of Columbia or in biiemlirte or 
foreign communication, by means of telephone, 
make* (directly or by recording device) any obscene 
or indecent communication for commercial purpose* 
to any person under eighteen year* of age or to any 
other person without that person s consent, 
regardless of whether the maker of such 
communication placed the call: or 

(B) Permits any telephone facility under such 
person's control to be used for an activity 
prohibited by subparagraph (A), shall be fined not 
more than $80000 or tmprisoned not more than tlx 
months, or-both. 

(2) It is a defense to a prosecution under this 
subsection that the defendant restricted access to 
the prohibited communications to persons eighteen 
years of age or older in accordance with procedure# 
which the Commission shell prescribe by regulation 

(3) In addition to the penalties under paragraph 
(1). whoever. In the District of Columbia or in 
interstate of foreign communication. Intentionally 
violates paragraph (IRA) or (IRB) shall be subject 
to a fine of not more than 850.000 for each violation. 
For purposes of this paragraph, each day of 
violation shall constitute a separate violation. 

(41(A) In addition to the penalties under 
paragraphs (1) and (3). whoever, in the District of 
Columbia or In Interstate or foreign communication, 
violates paragraph (1)(A) or (1)(B) shall be subject 

to a civil fine of not more than 850.000 for each 

violation. For purposes of this paragraph, each day 
of violation shall constitute a separate violation. 

(BJ A fine under this paragraph may be assessed 
either— 

(ij By a court pursuant to a civil action by the 
Commission or any attorney employed by the 

Commission who Is designated by the Commission 

far such purposes, or 

(ii) By the Commission after appropriate 
a dm Inis trs tire proceeding* 

OMRaosd 
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4. On November 28.1983, 
Congressman Bliley filed a Petition to 
Institute Forfeiture Proceedings against 
Drake Publishers. Inc. (Drake), alleging 
that Drake violated the unamended 
statute. Congressman Bliley 
subsequently sought retroactive 
application of the amended statute’s 
increased penalties. In its NPRM, the 
Commission noted that the amended 
statute seemed to resolve affirmatively 
questions its predecessor left 
unanswered concerning the 
Commission's authority to prohibit 
obscene telephonic transmissions 
whether or not the uttercr of the 
statement initiates the transmission. 
Other questions, however, were left 
unanswered. The NPRM invited 
suggestions concerning means to 
effectuate Congress' mandate in the 
most technologically and economically 
feasible manner. In the resulting Report 
and Order, the Commission found that 
liability under the statute requires, as a 
preliminary matter, that alleged 
violators actively participate in 
providing the messages. After full 
consideration of the record, the 
Commission promulgated 47 CFR 
84.201 12 which reads as follows: 


(5) Attorney General may bring a suit in the 
ippciipnetc distort court of the United Sl.itrs to 

• njoln »iny act or practice which violates paragraph 
UHA) or t1)|B) An injunction may be granted in 
inoordanca with the Federal Rules of Civil 
!*n>codure. 

u The OrtTwusiion was under statutory mandate 
to resolve all complaints filed pursuant to 
imamended section 223, no later than 00 days after 
the effective date of the amendment. See section 
«|dj of the Federal Communications Commission 
Authorization Act of 1983. Pub Law No, 98-214. 
effective December 8,1983. 

The Commission consolidated the Cohalan 
Complaint and thr Bliley Petition and found that the 
unamended Statute was inapplicable to common 
carriers because 47 US.C. 223 (l) (A) applies only to 
p**rwm» who utter obscene or indecent words during 
i alls they place, or who are actively Involved with 
the ‘diafa ponT statute. Ser In the Matter of 
Application for Rrvlew Tiled by Peter F. Cohalan 
ami the County of Suffolk. New York Against New 
\ or * Telephone Company and Petition to Institute 
forfeiture Proceedings Filed bv Congressman 
Mionw*) BliU y |r Agntn,l Drake PubUthrn. Inc.. 
iM,nJi7. law) 

SMiW-jurnilj In a rflter by direction of the 
( - 'remission to the Department of Justice with 
regard lo its denial of the dismissal of the Cohalan 
< i‘?npiaMt. the Commission stated: 

This action was Liken on the basis of our belief 
47 U.S.C. 223 ft }.{A) only applies to persons who 
u * f " r nbscenis or indecent words during coils that 
they place, not to recorded message servlets which 
J'f receive calls. At the same lime, we recognise 
•hat the United States Department of Justice has 
authority to enforce (the) section . . . which is 
irulrpendenl of the Commission's role In 
Administering that statute. Our Order was thus not 
•ntrndcd to impede the Department's prosecution of 
individuals it bchrvas to be engaged in activity in 
'Motion of that statute (Footnote omitted) 

better from General Counsel. Federal 
Communication* Commission. lo Brent Ward. US. 
Attorney. District of Utah, dated June 14.1985, 


64.201 Restrictions On Obscene or 
Indecent Telephone Message Services. 

It is a defense to prosecution under 
section 223 (b) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended. 47 U.S.C. 
223(b), that the defendant has taken 
either of the following steps to restrict 
access to communications prohibited 
thereunder: 

(a) Operating only between the hours 
of 9:00 p.m. and 8:00 a.m. Eastern Time, 
or 

(b) Requiring payment by credit card 
before transmission of the message(s). 

(5) The United States Court of 
Appeals for the Second Circuit set aside 
the Commission's regulation. Because 
the statute reaches indecent as well as 
obscene communications. 19 the court 
assessed the Commission's regulation 
under traditional First amendment 
standards. The court held that regulation 
of "dial-a-pom’’ message* * is content- 
based. and is therefore subject to 
exacting judicial scrutiny to determine 
whether it is a "precisely drawn means 
of serving a compelling stole interest" 
Carlin at 121. quoting Consolidated 
Edison Co . v. Public Service 
Commission 447 U.S. 530 (1980). Thus, 
the court concluded that the 
Commission's regulation will withstand 
constitutional review only if it is closely 
drawn to the compelling governmental 
interest of protecting minors from 
salacious telephonic communications 
and does so in a manner which avoids 
unnecessary abridgement of adults' 
access to the "dial-a-pom" messages. 
The court further suggested that the 
Commission might not regulate the 
"dial-a-pom" messages if even the least 
restrictive means of regulation available 
is unreasonable In light of the benefits to 
be gained balanced against the 
limitations imposed upon speech. With 
respect to the rule adopted by the 
Commission, the court found that the 
Commission had failed to demonstrate 
adequately that limiting operational 
hours of "dial-a-pom" service providers 
effectively restricts minors' access to the 
sexually explicit transmissions without, 
at the same time, unduly impairing the 
rights of adults to hear the telephonic 
messages. The court did not reach the 
constitutionality of the underlying 
statute, but focused instead on the effect 
of the Commission's regulation, stating 
that: 

[TJhe (time channelling) regulation 
(adopted by the Commission) denies access 
to adults between certain hours, but not to 
youths who can easily pick up a private or 


The court dling Miller v. California. 413 VS. 
IS. 23 (1973), recognized the Supreme Court's 
holding that obscene expression is unprotected by 
the first amendment. Cartin, at 119 


public telephone and call dial-a-pom during 
the remaining hours .... [and] a young 
person needs to be unsupervised only about 
ninety seconds in order to dial the number 
and hear the message. 

Carlin , at 121. The court found that the 
Commission rejected certain 
alternatives without providing a 
comprehensive record demonstrating 
that they were not more effective in 
controlling minors' access and less 
restrictive of adults' ability to hear the 
recordings than the regulation issued. 
On this basis, it set aside the 
Commission's regulation. 

0. In response, the Commission 
initiated the Second Notice to solicit 
supplemental information to cure the 
record’s infirmities. Parties were invited 
to provide information, comments and 
suggestions relating to the required 
regulation and the concerns raised in 
Carlin. Specifically, parlies were asked 
to comment upon four general 
approaches by which minors' access to 
"dial-a-pom" services might be 
restricted: Screening and blocking, 
access and identification codes, limiting 
operational hours of the service, and bill 
modification. Parties were instructed to 
consider a variety of workable schemes 
entailed by each approach, including 
effectiveness, technical feasibility and 
economic practicability of each scheme. 

7. After careful consideration of the 
record in this proceeding, including the 
Carlin decision and the comments 
submitted in response to the Second 
Notice . we conclude that the most 
effective means to restrict access by 
minors to "dial-a-porn" services, while 
at the same time minimizing restrictions 
on the rights of adults to hear the 
messages, is to require providers of such 
services either (1) to provide messages 
only to those adults who are first 
provided an access or identification 
code by the service provider, without 
which access to the messages is 
impossible, or (2) to require the caller to 
provide payment to the service provider 
by a credit card before access is 
obtained. 14 

8. The Commission is required to 
promulgate technically and 
economically feasible regulations which, 
taking into consideration the operation 
of "dial-it" services, restrict minors' 
access to "dial-a-pom" messages but are 
the least restrictive of consenting adults' 
ability to hear the messages. The 
following discussion focuses on 
constitutional, technical, and economic 
considerations regarding proposals to 
restrict minors in the use of residential 


11 Visa. American Express. MasterCard, and 
Diner's Club typify sack credit cards. 
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telephones to access recorded ,4 dial-a- 
pom" messages. Additional issues arise 
when minors seek access to recorded 
“dial-a-ponT messages from coin- 
operated telephones, and when live 
messages are involved. These matters 
are discussed separately. 

Screening and Blocking 

9. One approach to restrict access by 
minors to “dial-a-ponT messages 
involves using technical means to screen 
or block 15 calls to certain preselected 
telephone numbers. In our Report and 
Order . we discussed various blocking 
schemes, some implemented at central 
offices and others accomplished by 
blocking technology deployed at 
information provider premises. We 
found that the technical means for 
screening and blocking had not yet been 
developed as practical regulatory 
alternatives. 1 * Nevertheless, the Second 
Circuit found that the Commission did 
not adequately address screening 
options. Carlin , at 119-23. Accordingly, 
in order to supplement the record, in the 
Second Notice the Commission invited 
comments on detailed technical 
variations of these options. We will 
discuss each of these. 

10. Network blocking . Network 
blocking refers to means by which 
certain outgoing telephone calls are 
impeded at telephone company central 
offices. By way of introduction, we note 
that blocking schemes include exchange 
blocking (3 or 4 digit blocking), line 
number blocking (7 digit blocking) and 
equal access number reporting (10 digit 
blocking). Blocking by use of these 
techniques would require software 
modifications in Stored Program Control 
(SPC) offices, and would require 
customer reassignments or equipment 
upgrades (i.e., installation of additional 
registers, relays and other facilities) in 
electromechanical central offices. 17 


11 Screening and blocking refer generally to 
technical methods by which call* to * pacific 
numbcre or group* of number* cannot be completed. 

*• Report and Order. 49 FR at 24998-99. 

11 Because electromechanical office* are 
equipped with progressive control swilchea which 
are incapable of storing data, these office* are not 
capable of performing blocking using schemes 
based on number* dialed Implementation of such 
scheme* at electromechanical offices would, 
therefore, require that additional Utilities be 
constructed or that customers be reassigned to SPC 
offices capable of blocking outgoing calls. AT&T 
estimates that of the 20.000 local switching office 
(9,000 of which arc owned by BOCs and 11.000 
owned by independents) approximately 30% or 0,000 
are SPC offices and the remaining offices are 
electromechanical. ATST uses the term “electronic 
switching system.*' or ESS, for their SPC switches. 
See generally ATfcT Comments. Telephone 
company comments generally note that SPC offices 
serve 70% of existing subscriber line*. 


11. The Second Circuit found that the 
Commission did not adequately address 
exchange blocking as a regulatory 
alternative. Carlin , at 119. We will 
address that alternative in greater 
detail, using the augmented record now 
before us.** Exchange blocking, which 
would block all “dial-iT calls now 
placed through the 976 exchange, is 
implemented differently at SPC and 
electromechanical offices. In SPC offices 
exchange blocking requires software 
modifications that divide existing 
services into two classes: those tnat are 
designed to restrict 976 access and those 
that are not. Subscribers may then 
choose their class of service to achieve 
the desired blocking. 1 * 

12. Most electromechanical offices, 
including step-by-step and crossbar 
offices, are not equipped to perform 
exchange blocking. Implementing 976 
exchange blocking for step-by-step 
electromechanical offices would require 
telephone companies to separate line 
groups, reassign customers who request 
exchange blocking to the newly created 
line groups, and construct new trunk 
lines to sen e these customer groups. 
Crossbar electromechanical switch 
offices would require installation of 
additional mechanical relay banks 
capable of blocking particular 
exchanges. 20 Although exchange 
blocking would effectively preclude 
minors from obtaining access to "didl-a- 
pom“ messages from particular 
telephones, the substantial costs 
entailed by telephone companies in 
restricting calls to a particular exchange 
outweigh the benefits that would 


*• Exchange blocking generally refers to three 
digit blocking. In its comments, however. Ameritech 
addresses the alternative of adopting a four digit 
blocking scheme wherein “dial-a-ponT services are 
migrated to a designated number series (La. OTS- 
NXXX) and calls lo this discrete number series are 
blocked upon customer request. Amerltech give* no 
estimate of the total Implementation cost of four 
digit blocking but states that implementation in its 
Detroit area alone would cost millions of dollars. 
Ameritech comments at 12. 

*• As noted at note 17 t nupra. approximately 70% 
ol existing subscriber lines are served by SPC 
offices. Implementation of exchange blodung in 
SPC offices would cos! about $100 for each new 
class of service plus $90.00 far translation costs and 
$20-43-00 for processing each customer service 
order. These costs would be accrued for each claas 
of service In each central office. See comments of 
Pacific Bell and Mountain States. Northwestern and 
Pacific Northwest Bell Ameritech states that the 
estimated implementation cost of all exchange 
blocking in the Detroit area alone would be 
$200,000-300.000 Sec generally Ameritech 
comments. 

Blocking is feasible only In wire spring No. 5 
crossbar offices with a sufficient number of 
available classes of service. See Ameritech 
comments at 9. Mountain States Bell. Northwestern 
Bell and Pacific Northwest Bel) comments at 1L Bell 
Atlantic at comments 3 and Bell Atlantic's 
Appendix at 1-2. 


reasonably be expected. 21 Apart from 
any policy or legal infirmities associated 
with assigning responsibility for “dial-a- 
pom" access to common carriers, the 
augmented record before us 
demonstrates that exchange blocking as 
a regulatory option is both economically 
and technically infeasible. 

13. Further, exchange blocking would 
block all “dial-lt" messages, nol just 
“dial-a-ponT messages. See Carlin . at 
122 n.14. We find it unnecessarily 
restrictive to require those who want to 
limit access to "dial-a-ponT service also 
to limit access to all “dial*it“ services. 21 

The Carlin court noted that: 

[blocking 976 exchange calls raised other 
problems. In order to prevent calls to the dial- 
a-pom numbers the subscriber would not be 
able to receive the weather dial-it service or 
other concededly First Amendment protected 
information. Nevertheless, without intimating 
our views were such a regulation adopted, 
the subscriber would make the choice. 

Carlin , at 122. We find that a regulation 
adopting exchange blocking would be 
constitutionally flawed because it would 
block all “dial-it" messages. 

14 Finally, although the majority of 
MANS (Mass Announcement Network 
Service) numbers are currently assigned 
to 978 exchanges, there is no legal or 
technical requirement to use that or any 
other exchange. New York Telephone, 
for example, has explored the possibility 
of using additional prefixes to expand 
its MANS network." MANS information 
providers in Maryland, Michigan, and 
New York use the 249. 949. and 929 
prefixes, respectively. Other private 
announcement services (e.g., Dial-a- 
Prayer in New York) operate 
independently of telephone company 
MANS facilities by using regular 
telephone lines connected to 
announcement equipment located on the 
information provider’s premises. As a 
result, any exchange blocking regulation 
would limit minors’ as well as adults* 
access to particular exchanges, but 


■» NYNEX. for example, estimate* that making 
crossbar central olflces in New York capable of 
performing exchange blocking would cost at least 
$3$ million. NYNEX comment* at 2S 

A regulatory alternative which shifts the entire 
cost of exchange blocking to “dial-it** information 
providers would jeopardise the entire “dial-it 
industry. The Commission notes the concern* of 
commenting parties who urge us to avoid regulator) 
alternatives which adversely affect the rights of 
“dial-iT information providers not engaged in the 
dissemination of pornographic messages Comments 
of Carlin at 9:11BO and American Television and 
Communications Corp. comments at S; District of 
Columbia PS.C. comments at 2-3; M*nnesotj 
Attorney General comments at 16. USTA comments 
at Phone Programs and Info Line comments at 
2tV Dial Info comments at 3; ATAT reply comments 
at 4. 

« NYNEX comment* at 12 
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messages located on the unblocked 
exchanges would remain accessible. 
Thus, such a regulation would be 
ineffective in meeting the Congressional 
mandate to restrict minors' access to 
“dail* *a-pora M messages. 

15. We now turn to a discussion of 
line number (seven digit) blocking. 
Blocking calls from particular numbers 
to other predesignated numbers (upon 
customer request) may be accomplished 
at some central offices through u 
process of line number blocking using a 
recently innovated service commonly 
referred to as Customer Local Area 
Signalling Service (CLASS). Our Second 
Notice solicited comments regarding a 
('.IASS calling feature which permits 
subscribers to request that calls from 
their residential lines be denied access 
to particular "dial-a-pom** numbers.** 
Implementation of these subscription 
screening services requires that the 
originating. Intermediate, and 
terminating central offices through 
which calls ore routed be equipped with 
Ct ASS and Common Channel Signalling 
(CCS) facilities.**Telephone companies 
commenting on the use of the CLASS 
call block feature as a screening service 
state that, although feasible. CLASS is 
currently experimental in nature. 
Implementation of CLASS entails an 
expensive process which is not expected 
to be generally available prior to 1987. 
Current plans limit the blocking capacity 
of each central office to thirty individual 
numbers. Seven digit blocking would be 
ineffective in meeting the Congressional 
mandate to restrict minors* access to the 
"dial-a-pom** messages because CLASS 
is not yet universally available. Even 
when CLASS is fully implemented by 
local telephone companies, minors need 
only seek unsupervised telephones in 
residences where customers do not 
subscribe to the screening services to 
gain access to the messages. Further, the 


"Second Notice. SO FR at 10,511 pare 11. tn ■ 
Inter to Ml Communications Research lac 
tBeUCor*) dated |uiw» 13.1985. and served upon 
F«rt>e« of record In this proceeding, the Co mm it* ton 
noughl supplemental Information regarding the use 
of CLASS features to provide a auhvmptton 
»crrrning nervier BeMCore't response. whirh 

* •aentialiy reiterated information supplied by 

telephone company comment ere. i* incorporated in 
thf* dtftTujsion, The subscription nervier would 
operate by requiring telephone companies to 
process screening requests received from customers. 
Bell Atlantic is currently field testing CLASS 
features capable of serving customers with up to 
four (met. Belt Atlantic's CLASS features will 
permit blocking of up to three numbers per line Beil 
Atlantic Appendix at Z BellSouth * CLASS blocking 
feature will be able to block up to 30 individual 
numbers. It plans to begin deployment of CLASS 
features In its electronic offices by 1987 
11 CCS facilities are used to transmit call setup 
information between SPC offices for a group of 
trunks over a tingle dedicated highspeed date link, 
rather than an individual trunk basis. 


CLASS blocking feature is not adequate 
to handle the large number of “dail-e- 
pom** systems currently In operation. 
Based on these considerations, we find 
that seven-digit blocking schemes based 
on CLASS or centrex-like screening 
features do not now represent 
technically and economically viable 
options. 

18. Another method by which minors 
may be prevented from obtaining access 
to ‘•dial-a-pom" messages is by use of 
equal access (ten digit) number 
forwarding. In the Second Notice, the 
Commission sought information 
regarding use of a ten digit equal access 
number forwarding scheme to restrict 
access by minors to "dall-a-pom** 
messages. * This scheme would require 
local exchange carriers to forward ten 
digit originating and terminating 
numbers to interexchange carriers 
which would compare the numbers with 
those numbers in a database. If the 
numbers match, the call would not be 
completed. Implementation would 
require that each central office be 
equipped with equal access capacity. In 
addition, the interexchange offices must 
subscribe to Feature Group D or use 
switches capable of receiving and 
storing Feature Group D information, 
including the numbers to be blocked. 

We note that as a result of the MTS and 
WA TS Market Structure Proceeding, CC 
Docket No. 78-72 (Phase II) (March 19, 
1985). many BOCs are installing SPC 
equipment capable of number 
forwarding. Nevertheless, number 
forwarding is not expected to become 
available on a nationwide basis for 
some fifteen years.* 7 Even then, use of 


"SecondHotter. 50 FR at 10512. 
w Pacific Bell does not plan to implement these 
feature* In electromechanical central offices or in 
•psracly populated areas. It stairs that ova In its 
electronic offices use of number forwarding 
screening features will not be possible prior to 1993. 
Pacific Bell comments at 12. BHI Atlantic states that 
number forwarding would be a feasible alternative 
in areas served by uiterexchange companies with 
•witches capable of receiving the screening 
information. Bell Atlantic comments. Appendix A. 
at Z NYNKX slates that number reporting in Its 
region Is not likely to be available for at least 15 
yean. It estimates equipment coats to provide the 
feature et over Jb 7 million. NYNKX comments at 31. 
Cincinnati Bell states that number forwarding wiU 
become economically viable only If a majority of 
customers in each service area orders the screening 
service. Qndnoati Bell comments at 2. Amen tech 
States that by 1987. 92% of its access lines will be 
converted to equal access and thus capable of 
performing number forwarding. It asserts, however, 
that use of number forwarding to screen calls gives 
rise to prohibitive coat*, and forces customers who 
desire to rrfinin.fraa contact with the services to 
disclose private personal information to ”dail-a- 
pom” service providers. Amcrllech at 15. According 
to BellSouth, automatic number forwarding In Its 
region will be provided to interexchsnge carriers 
other than AT&T by electronic end offices 
converted to equal accost- It expects conversion by 


the equal access number for screening 
purposes will be limited to 
interexchange calls. 

17. In sum. we conclude that network 
exchange blocking is flawed because it 
would restrict access to all "dial-it* 9 
services provided within the exchange. 
Other, newly innovated network 
blocking technologies, eg.. CLASS and 
centrex-like blocking features, and equal 
access number reporting, may become 
viable options at some future date, but 
all now fail to meet the Congressional 
mandate because they are not yet 
available. We will continue to monitor 
the development of these blocking 
schemes and will be prepared to 
consider them as regulatory alternatives 
in the future. 

18. Blocking implemented at premises 
of "dial-a-pom service"providers. 
Methods which may be used to block 
"dial-a-ponT messages at the 
information provider’s premises include 
time channeiing, message scrambling, 
and access and identification codes. 
Each is analyzed below with emphasis 
on the information submitted in 
response to our Second Notice. 

Other Options 

19. Time Channeling. In our Report 
and Order, we considered the feasibility 
of limiting the operation of "dial-a-ponT 9 
messages to a time period during which 
parents are available to supervise their 
children. We concluded that, in light of 
the absence of viable technical blocking 
alternatives, time limitations would 
effectively restrict access by minors 
during hoars when they are less likely to 
be closely supervised, and would be 
least restrictive of the rights of adults to 
hear the messages. 2 * We determined 
that although adults as well as minors 
would be denied access during 
restricted hours, time channeling 
permits adult access during the 
remaining portion of the day. We found 
further, that operational hour limitations 
were less restrictive than network 


1986 but notes that the screening capability vctU 
depend upon whether the inters»change carrier 
subscribes to Feature Croup D. BellSouth comment* 
St a Contel ssserts that the increased burden that 
screening and blocking regulatory alternative would 
place on independent telephone companies 
outweighs any bandits obtained, It estimates its 
equal access Implementation costs to be $990 
million. Conte! at 3-5 TCTs comments describe an 
Equal Access Adapter System (EAASJ capable of 
restricting outgoing celts from local exchange and 
interexchange offices. Equipment necessary to 
implement its HAAS it priced at $500 per trunk and 
costs $5000 to Implement at each office. The system 
requires each central office to utilize nn TMB 
compatible personal computer Sew generally TCI 
comments 

*• Sec generally Report and Order, 49 FR 24900 
(1984). 
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blocking arrangements. The Second 
Circuit, however, found that the 
Commission failed to adequately 
demonstrate that time-channeling was 
the most effective means to restrict 
minors' access to the messages and the 
least reslricitive of adults* * access to 
"dial-a-pom.” 

20. The Second Circuit expressed 
concern regarding the financial viability 
of "dial-a-pom” services providers 
under a time-channeling restriction 19 
but, as the Court itself noted, it Is the 
relative effect, when weighed against 
the other regulatory alternatives, that 
determines the type of regulation we 
should promulgate to restrict minors’ 
access. 30 Time channeling would 
restrict minors' access during non¬ 
school hours when minors are 
presumably unsupervised for longer 
periods of time. However, as we noted 
in our previous consideration of the 
matter, clever minors are likely to 
circumvent our rule during the remaining 
unrestricted hours. Indeed, the court 
observed that "a young person needs to 
be unsupervised for only about ninety 
seconds in order to dial the number and 
hear the message.” Carlin, at 121. We 
must therefore compare the relative 
effectiveness of time-channeling with 
other regulatory options. While time 
channeling is generally less burdensome 
on access than are network blocking, 
scrambling or other technologically 
implemented schemes which would be 
in effect on a 24 hour per day basis and 
would require network modification, 
time channeling is flawed in that it 
prevents adults from obtaining access to 
the messages during specified hours but 
does not provide reasonable assurance 
that minors will be restricted during the 
hours when general access is permitted. 
Thus, time channeling does not 
represent the least restrictive means to 
prevent access by minors to ”dial-a- 
pom” services under the Second 
Circuit's standards. Accordingly, based 
on the augmented record before us and 
our consideration of the relative 
effectiveness of alternative regulatory 
options, we will no longer rely on an 
operational hour limitation to meet the 
Congressional mandate. 


•• The Court stated that **(l)he FCC embraced the 
time-channelin# scheme In the fact of an argument 
by Carlin that it will have a disastrous financial 
effect. . . Carlin. 740 F.2d at 129. It notod that 
experience with "dial-a-pom" services during the 
past year might provide the Commission with data 
regarding Carlin s assertions. Our Second Notice 
•ought such data Cariin. however, provided no 
detailed financial documentation In support of ita 
claim. See generally Cariin Comments and Reply 
Comments. 

•• Carlin. 749 F.2d at 121-23. 


21. Message Scrambling. Message 
scrambling refers to a technology by 
which a master scrambler installed at 
the premises of a message provider 
performs functions disassembling the 
intelligence of the outgoing messages. 
Consenting adults authorized to receive 
the message use descrambling devices 
installed at their premises to reassemble 
the messages, making them intelligible. 
The procedure does not require network 
modification. 3 * but requires that adults 
who desire to hear the messages install 
decoding devices. AT&T states that the 
technology required to implement 
scrambling, which shifts the frequency 
distribution of the audio transmission, is 
currently available. It estimates that the 
cost of equipment necessary to 
implement scrambling schemes ranges 
from $150-1000 for each originating 
facility, and that decoders are available 
at $15-20.00 each. 31 NYNEX notes that 
implementation of his scheme is 
relatively simple as it is based on a one¬ 
way transmission system. 33 

22. Although comments indicate that 
message scrambling is technologically 
feasible, scrambling schemes effectively 
impose a 24 hour per day restriction 
upon adults who wish to hear the 
messages but do not have the 
appropriate descrambling equipment. 34 
Implementation of a scrambling 
requirement gives rise to additional 
difficulties with respect to allocation of 
the cost of obtaining and the 
responsibility for installing and 
maintaining the descrambling devices 
and scrambling equipment. Under the 
analysis relied on by the Second Circuit 
requiring all subscribers to be 
responsible for providing decoding 
equipment to avoid minors' access to 
"dial-a-pom" messages misallocates the 
burdens involved. The burdens 
associated with implementing a 
scrambling regulation are greater on 
customers than those presented by other 
access limiting schemes. Further, a 
scrambling requirement would prevent 
adults from obtaining access to recorded 
messages from coin operated or pay 
telephones that are not equipped with 
decoding devices. On the other hand, 
pay telephones equipped with decoding 
devices would be readily accessible to 


11 NYNEX points out that incidental costs would 
be incurred by local exchange companies as a result 
of customers who request service calls upon their 
mistaken assumption that the scrambled mesaage 
indicates line-re la ted defects. NYNEX concedes, 
however, that these coats are relatively 
Insignificant NYNEX comments at 42. 

AT AT Comments at 9. 

•• NYNEX Comments at 42-43. 

• 4 See generally Comments of HBO and 

American Television and Communications Corp . 
Amen tech, and Cariin. 


minors. We find, therefore, that 
scrambling is overbroad and 
unreasonably intrusive upon adults’ 
ability to hear the "dial-a-pom" 
messages. 33 For these reasons, we reject 
the scrambling alternative under the 
guidelines of the court decision. 

23. Access and Identification Codes. 
Access and Identification codes are an 
approach by which "dial-a-pom" 
providers issue personal identification 
numbers or authorization codes to 
requesting customers after ascertaining 
the customer’s age. The codes, which 
may be credit card numbers or other 
identification numbers devised by the 
message provider, must be provided by 
callers before access to the messages is 
granted. This process may involve a live 
operator or an automated verification 
system that responds to telephone 
dialing tones. Early in this proceeding 
we examined the practicality of operator 
intervention in the case of recorded 
messages. We noted that "dial-il” 
services simultaneously serve a 
multiplicity of callers. Thus, we 
concluded that requiring operator 
intervention for each call would be 
economically impracticable. 33 Since 
nothing in the augumented record before 
us suggests that this conclusion is no 
longer valid, the discussion that follows 
is made with reference to an automated 
code verification system. 

24. Under an automatic access code 
system, calls to local telephone 
exchanges would be directed to “dial-a- 
pom" service provider facilities and 
transmission of the messages would not 
occur until an authorized access code 
were provided. 37 Within the limitations 
discussed herein, authorization would 
be entirely within the control and 
responsibility of the "dial-a-pom” 
message provider. Each mesBsage 
provider would develop its own access 
code database and implementation 
scheme. Implementation schemes would 
include a written age ascertaining 


*• See Smith v California. 361 U S. 147. ISO-61 
(1959). reh g denied, 361 U.S. 950 (1960) 

Report and Order. 49 FR at 24996-99. 

» T Pacific Bell asserts that the automatic decoding 
and bilhng system it uaes may facilitate the 
implementation of an access code requirement by 
routing calls directly to "dial a-pom" information 
providers. It estimates that it would Incur incidental 
costs ranging from $300,000 to $300,000 lo upgrade 
its network to accommodate the increased holding 
time that may result when callers use access codes 
Pacific Bell comments at 4. However, telephone 
company comments generally state that such costs 
should be borne by "dial-a-pom" service providers. 
See generally comments of AT AT. Amerttech. 
BellSouth. NYNEX. Pacific Bell end USTA. Under 
the approach we adopt here, it is anticipated that 
the "dial-a-pom" provider will be responsible for 
the costs associated with the defenses reflected in 
our rule. See Appendix. 
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procedure and a procedure lo be used to 
cancel access or identification codes 
that are reported lost, stolen or misused. 
Authorized access or identification 
codes would be provided by mail to 
applicants after ”dial-a-pom” providers 
reasonably ascertain that the applicant 
is at least eighteen years of age. 1 * Use 
of the access codes would require that 
callers use dial tone multi-frequency 
telephones, or rotary dialing equipment 
with ancillary tone equipment. 39 

25. NYNEX indicates that an access 
code system requires two-way 
transmission between the service 
provider and telephone company 
facilities. NYNEX states that recorded 
messages routed through the New York 
metropolitan MANS network are not 
transmitted directly to callers. Instead, 
message providers supply recorded 
messages to a master center. The master 
center distributes the calls to subcenters 
on a “receive only" basis. The 
subcenters then transmit calls to the 
calling party, Thus. NYNEX asserts that 
a regulation requiring ”dial-a-pom” 
service providers to install access code 
recognition is technically infeasible in a 
dne-way dedicated network. 40 NYNEX*s 
argument may be meritorious were the 
access code requirement to be 
implemented at the service provider’s 
premises. However, nothing in the 
record suggests that implementation of a 
software supported access code 
recognition system at the master 
distribution center in a one-way system 
such as NYNEX’s would be infeasible. 
Indeed, comparable modifications to the 
programmable central office switches 
arc intrinsic to the proposal of other 
carriers herein. Alternatively, parties 
that wish (or need) to assert the defense 
made available in this order might 
simply choose not to utilize 970 “*dial-it” 
facilities. Rather these parties may 


•• Carlin Indicates that because parent) have 
“9ubaUnti.il control of the disposition of mail once 
it enters their mailboxes* 4 and will presumably 
intercept access codes distributed by mall, a system 
of age verification may be unnecessary when access 
codes are distributed by mail. Cortm at 123, quoting 
Bulger v. Youngs Drug Products Corps.. 463 US 60. 
70-75 (1982). Our regulation requires “dial-a-pom* 
providers lo reasonably ascertain the age of the 
•applicant. To do so. “dial-a-ponT providers must 
use a written application procedure which seeks 
information such as the date of birth and credit card 
number or driver's license number of the applicant 
To further ensure that minors are prevented from 
obtaining access codes from 'dial'a-ponT 
providers, we will require that the codes be 
distributed by mail 

** Ancillary tone devices which simulate tones 
made by multi frequency telephones are 
commercially available for several dollars and are 
widely used to access OCC services. Adults wishing 
to access dial -a-pom~ messages from rotary 
telephones may purchase and easily install such 
devices. 

•° NYNEX comments at 41. 


choose to implement access code 
recognition in two-way incoming trunks. 
However, alternative non-pomographic 
uses of the few 976 facilities abandoned 
thereby would likely arise rapidly. In 
any event, we believe that the costs of 
any such systems should be borne by 
the service providers, not by the 
telephone companies or other 
subscribers. We conclude that NYNEX’s 
“dial-a-pom” service providers will 
have incentives to implement a code 
recognition system because it represents 
the most effective and least cumbersome 
means of satisfying the regulatory 
mandate. 

26. In our Report and Order we 
accepted unsupported contentions by 
message providers asserting that an 
access code requirement is 
impracticable 41 No party in this 
proceeding has offered definitive cost 
figures for the equipment needed by 
“dial-a-pom” providers to implement an 
access code scheme, though we solicited 
that information and fully expected 
providers to respond. Carlin did say in 
response to our Second Notice that 
“(ajny access and identification code 
procedure would economically and 
administratively impracticable where 
the viability of the system relies on the 
ability to simultaneously service 
multiple callers.” 42 This assertion does 
not constitute an adequate factual basis 
upon which we can conclude that an 
access and identification code scheme 
would be more costly than any other 
alternative. Interestingly, in its June 14. 
1984 petition to stay the effective date of 
the regulations initially issued by the 
Commission pursuant to section 223(b). 
Carlin stated that 74.3% of the calls to its 
“adult-entertainment” services occurred 
between 8:00 a.m. and 9:00 p.m. Thus, an 
access code requirement would permit 
the operation of such services during the 
most active hours and would provide 
opportunities to recoup implementation 
costs. 

27. Blocking implemented at customer 
premises (Terminal Equipment), In our 
Report and Order we concluded that 
“no existing commercial device has a 
screening capability that could be 
deployed within the subscriber's 
terminal equipment.” 48 Subsequently, 
we expressed the expectation that 
entrepreneurs in the competitive 
marketplace may produce such devices 
in response to the concerns of parents 
who wish to monitor their children's use 
of residential telephones to access "dial- 


41 Report and Order. 40 FR at 26000. 
49 Carlin comments at It. 

•• Report and Order. 49 FR at 24099. 


a-pom” messages. 44 Commenting 
parties indicate that such devices have 
been developed and are becoming 
available at moderate prices. 44 Other 
parties state that although such devices 
are available, the Commission’s 
regulation of "dial-a-pom” should not 
impose the cost for such devices upon 
parents. 44 Even with current or 
imminent availability of these devices, 
we believe that placing the burden on 
subscribers independently to bear the 
costs to prevent access of minors to 
“’dial-a-pom” services, is not the least 
restrictive alternative available. See 
discussion at paras. 23-26, above. This 
does not mean, however, that terminal 
screening devices are not viable in 
certain situations. For the benefit of 
parents who wish to participate in 
screening calls made from their 
residences, we note that there are 
currently or soon will be available 
devices developed by TTC, NYNEX and 
Pacific Bell. 47 TCC’s device operates 
without the need for equipment 
modifications either in telephone 
company facilities,-information provider 
premises, or residences. By 
programming the device, customers may 
block one or several telephone numbers 
from being dialed from residential 
telephones. The blocking circuit 
described by NYNEX similarly is 
designed for installation at the 
demarcation point where the telephone 
company's access line enters the caller’s 
premises. The device's circuit permits 
blocking of up to 128 telephone 
numbers. 48 Pacific Bell has announced 
that it is developing a nominally priced 
product which will enable customers to 
prevent calls to the 978 exchange. It 
plans to market the device as soon as it 
is developed. 49 These kinds of devices 


44 Second Notice, SO FR at 10612. 

44 See generally comments of Carha AT6T, 
NYNEX. and Pacific Bell, and letter dated May 14, 
1985 from William L Cocoran. President. TTC 

49 Comments of Morality in Media and United 
States Catholic Conference. 

4t Letter from William L Corcoran. President. 

TTC dated May 14.1985. and comments submitted 
by Pacific Bell and NYNEX. 

••The device may alternately be installed to block 
a specific telephona (/.*.. by installing It at that 
telephone rather than at the demarcation point) It it 
reprogrammable and may be used regardless of type 
of central office or telephone equipment involved. 
NYNEX estimates its costs at $50 par circuit. 

•• Pacific's public announcement describing the 
product was made on NBCs Today Show on July 2, 
1965. The price of the device will be less than $10. 
We make no decision here concerning compliance 
with Commission policies limiting telephone 
company provision of terminal equipment. These 
policies are set forth elsewhere See. ej , Second 
Computer Inquiry. 77 FCC 2d 364 (Final Decision). 
ofTdon reconsideration . 64 FCC 2d 50 (1900). 68 
FCC 2d 512 (1981). offdsub nom COA v. FCC 693 

Coaftiuwd 
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quite apart from our regulation will 
assist parents in effectively supervising 
their minor children and limiting access 
to "dial-a-pom" or other message 
services or telephone numbers. None, 
however constitutes the least restrictive 
means of accomplishing the intent of 
Congress. 50 Requiring telephone 
subscribers to purchase these devices 
misallocates the burden of implementing 
a restriction on access to "dial-a-pom" 
services by minors. As our discussion 
above reveals, a less restrictive means 
is available. For these reasons, we will 
not promulgate a regulation based on 
availabililty of terminal devices capable 
of providing a blocking function. 51 

28. Under the guidelines set forth in 
Carlin and in view of the absence of 
data suggesting financial 
impracticability, we find that an access 
code requirement is generally leas 
burdensome to "dial-a-pom" purveyors 
and less restrictive of adult's access to 
the messages than network blocking 
alternatives, time channeling or 
scrambling. Such a regulation requires 
adults to apply to "dial-a-pom" service 
providers for authorization or 
identification codes; however, an access 
code requirement permits service 
providers to transmit messages on an 
uninterrupted basis. Adults who wish to 
hear the messages are not unduly or 
unreasonably impaired by the 
requirement that they obtain 
identification codes. Message 
scrambling unreasonably restricts 
adult's access to the messages because, 
while it permits service providers to 
transmit messages on an uninterrupted 
basis, it requires installation of 
additional equipment in the homes of 
adults who wish to hear the services 
and thus misplaces the burden of costs 
to achieve a restriction to "dial-a-pom" 
services by minors. Network blocking is 
currently not universally available and 
is prohibitively costly. Time channeling 
Is flawed in that it inadequately restricts 
access by minors to the services. A 
requirement that imposes the costs of 


Y2& 198 (D C. Cir. 1962), cert denied sub nom. 
Louisiana PS C v United State* * •• . 461 VS 938 
(19S3). [Computer If). See alto Third Computer 
Inquiry. FCC 85-39?, CC Docket No. 85-229. 
(reirssed August 16,19651 
** Such devices, as noted above, do not offer e 
restriction on minwi' access to "dial-a-porn" 
services from telephones not so equipped c.g~ a 
neighbor, pay telephones, etc 
51 Other methods proposed to restrict minors' 
access to "dial-a-pom" (4a, bill notification, 
preventive advertising campaigns, and disclaimer 
messages) are useful enhancements to our 
regulation and to parents' supervisory efforts We 
do not believe, however, that individually these 
methods would satisfy Congress' mandate. 


blocking CPE upon parents misallocates 
the burdens of restricting minor's access 
to "dial-a-pom" messages, in short, the 
technical, economic and constitutional 
burdens associated with ihese 
alternatives outweigh the burdens which 
arise from the implementation of the 
access code requirement. 

29. Several commenting parties argue 
that constitutional rights to privacy and 
to unimpaired access to expression limit 
our ability to restrict access to "diel-e* 
pom" messages in any manner. 4 * 
Nonetheless, the first amendment does 
not guarantee unfettered access to 
obscenity, and the Supreme Court has 
recognized the right to regulate obscene 
materia) and indecent material that is 
easily accessible to minors. 53 Moreover. 
Congress has made it clear that 
interstate transmission of "dial-a-pom" 
services to minors is unacceptable, and 
that those who engage in such 
transmissions are at substantial risk. 

We conclude, therefore, that an access 
or identification code requirement 
complies with the Congressional 
mandate by effectively restricting 
access by minors to "dial-a-pom" 
messages in the least restrictive manner 
available. 54 

Credit Card Restriction 

30. In our Report and Order we 
concluded that requiring prepayment by 
credit card effectively restricts minors' 
access to live "dial-a-pom" 
transmissions. We reasoned that 
because credit cards are not routinely 
issued to minors, services which require 
credit card payment are usually limited 
to adults. We assumed minors who are 
issued credit cards in their own names 
are supervised by adults as to the use of 


" See generally Comment* of ACLU. HBO and 
ATC, and TRAC. These commenting parties point 
out the concerns of adultv who may want to hear 
the massages but are reluctant to mleaae personal 
information to the metaage provider* Comment* 
submitted by the Attorney General of Minnesota 
discuss the Issues presented es a result of the fact 
that adults mutt await the distribution of access 
codes These comments suggest that "dial-a-pom" 
providers devise methods to quickly process access 
code applications and uae advertisements or othar 
means to educate their customer* of the 
requirement. 

M Miller v. California. 413 US. 15 (1973): FCC v. 
Pacifica Foundation. 436 US. 728 (1878). 

Carlin argues that minors resolved to obtain 
access to the massage* will find a way to acquire 
and circulate authorized access or identification 
cards. See alto Cincinnati Beil comments at 3. Dial 
Info comments at 7. Misuse of credit cards or access 
codes may constitute fraud under state or federal 
law. No method guarantees that some enterprising 
minors will never hear the messages. Our 
regulation, however. Is the most effective method 
currently available to restrict access by minor* 
without unduly impairing adults who want to hear 
the messages 


the cards. Therefore, we allowed "dial- 
a-pom" services that require credit card 
payment before the message begins to 
operate on a 24-hour basis. 55 Because 
the court did not overrule the 
Commission's regulation with respect to 
requiring credit card payment in 
advance of live messages. 55 and not 
finding any reason to reach a contrary 
conclusion in the augmented record, we 
find that this credit card provision is a 
suitable adjunct to the regulation we 
adopt today in connection with recorded 
messages. Therefore, "dial-a-pom" 
providers that require payment by credit 
card prior to transmission of the 
messages may operate on a 24-hour per 
day basis. 

Coin Operated Telephones 

31. In our Second Notice we requested 
comments on methods to prevent access 
by minors to "dial-a-pom" messages 
from public coin telephones. We sought 
information regarding the percentage of 
calls to "dial-a-pom" services made 
from coin operated telephones and the 
feasibility of implementing a scheme 
that would restrict minors in the use of' 
these phones to reach the message 
services. NYNEX points out that of the 
8.358 calls placed to "adult 
entertainment" channels in a test area in 
its MANS network, only 144 (1,72%) 
originated from pay telephones. 57 Olhcrr 
responding industry commenters state 
that no technical method implemented 
at the network, short of exchange* 
blocking, effectively limits minors in the 
use of coin operated telephones to 
obtain access to the messages. They 
state that while blocking devices may be 
installed for use with equipment- 
implemented coin telephones, no 
method can be specifically tailored to 
central office implemented coin 
telephones. 55 It appears that the 


M Report and Order. 4® FR ut 25001 

Carte »at 11A In fad since the court found th«t 
credit card restriction a satisfactory restriction to 
minor’s access to the live services, moat parties 
responding to the Second Natter offered no 
comment regarding the credit card requirement and 
no party submitting comments in this proceeding 
claims that the credit card restriction is ineffective 
to meet the mandate of Congress 

• r NYNEX comments at 36 and Xoin-Op Study''. 
Exhibit A 

•• Amerttach comment* at 17. BellSouth 
comments at 9. Mountain States, Northwestern and 
Pacific Northwestern B«U comments at 12 and 
NYNEX comments at 37- Bell Atlantic states that 
five of its companies have Bled tariff* which rrqtnr- 
that pay telephone calk to a 876 number be bitted to 
a credit card or charged to a third number. Bell 
Atlantic comments at 3. Appendix A. Similar tariff 
restrictions air effective m Pacific Com pomes 
service areas. Pacific Bell comments at 6. 
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technological difficulties associated 
with restricting minor's access to "dial- 
a-pom" messages from central office 
implemented telephones through 
screening and blocking schemes are no 
less significant, and perhaps more so, 
than other telephone locations. In view 
of our determination to rely generally on 
access code schemes, a regulation 
specific to coin operated appears 
unnecessary because access codes will 
be required to complete transmission of 
"dial-a-pom" messages in all instances 
unless credit card payment is made 
before transmission of the messages 
begins. 

Conclusion 

32. The regulation we are adopting 
herein is specifically drawn to achieve 
the government's compelling interest to 
protect minors from exposure to 
messages Congress has found to be 
obscene or indecent. Compliance with 
our regulation by "dial-a-pom" message 
service providers constitutes a defense 
to prosecution under section 223(b). Our 
regulation represents the most effective 
available means to limit minors* access 
to the messages but. at the same time, 
offers the least restriction on adults* 
access. 8 * While it may incidentally 
restrict adults' convenience in accessing 
“dial-a-pom" messages, we believe our 
regulation reaches just far enough to 
achieve Congress* mandate and to meet 
the court’s constitutionality guidelines. 

f urther, among all available 
alternatives, our regulation adversely 
affects "dial-a-pom" providers' and 
adults* rights to the least degree 
possible. 

Regulatory Flexibility Analysis 

33. Pursuant to relevant provisions of 
the Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C 
tiOl et seq., we have reviewed this 
section to determine if there will be a 
significant impact on a substantial 
number of small businesses. We believe 
that our regulation will have some 
impact on those small business entities 
that Congress had in mind when it 
amended section 223 of the 
Communications Act. We find that any 
impact of these entities is outweighed by 
the fulfillment of our statutory mandate 
to restrict access by minors to the "dial- 
a-pom" services. 


"Since the Court reviewed the former regulation 
under the exacting standard applied lo content- 
bancd speech restrictions, Carlin at 121, we have 
analyzed the alternatives under that standard. We 
would also note that the regulation meets the less 
restrictive standards applied to “time, place, and 
manner" regulations. See xeneruliy. Cox v. New 
Hampshire. 312 US. 309 [194H 


34. Accordingly, it is ordered, that Part 
64 of the Commission's Rules and 
Regulations is amended to provide for 
revised Subpart B as set forth in the 
Appendix attached hereto, effective 
November 25.1985. 

35. It is further ordered, that the 
Secretary shall cause a copy of this 
Second Report and Order to be sent to 
the Chief Counsel for Advocacy of the 
Small Business Administration in 
accordance with section 605 of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 605. 
The Secretary shall also cause this 
Second Report and Order to be printed 
in the Federal Register. 

38. Authority for this action is 
contained in section 8(c) of the Federal 
Communications Commission 
Authorization Act of 1983. Pub. Law No. 
98-214, December 8.1983. 

Federal Communication* Commission. 
William J. Tricarico, 

Secretory. 

Appendix 

PART 64—(AMENDED) 

Part 64. of Chapter I ofTitle 47 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is amended 
to provide for a revised Subpart B. 
consisting of $ 64.201, as follows: 

Subpart B 

i 64.201 Restrictions on obscene or 
indecent telephone message services. 

It is a defense to prosecution under 
section 223(b) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended. 47 U.S.C. 

223(b) (1983), that the defendant has 
taken either of the following steps to 
restrict access to the communications 
prohibited thereunder. 

(a) Requires an authorized access or 
identification code before transmission 
of the subject message begins, where the 
defendant 

(1) Has issued the code by mailing it 
to the applicant after reasonably 
ascertaining through receipt of a written 
application that the applicant is not 
under eighteen years of age: and 

(2) Has established a procedure to 
cancel immediately the code of any 
person upon written, telephonic or other 
notice to the defendant's business office 
that such code has been lost, stolen, or 
used by a person or persons under the 
age of eighteen, or that such code is no 
longer desired; or 

(b) Requires payment by credit card 
before transmission of the message. 

[FR Doc 85-25101 Filed 10-21-85:8 45 um| 

BILLING CODE *712-01-U 


47 CFR Part 69 

IFCC 85-537) 

Common Carrier Services; Access 
Charges; Clarification 

agency: Federal Communications 
Commission. 

action: Memorandum Opinion and 
Order (MO&O), 


summary: This MOAO affirms a 
previous decision on interpreting the 
exemption from the private line 
surcharge provided in 5 69.115(e)(6) of 
the Commission's Rules, which exempts 
from the private line surcharge any 
private line that a subscriber certifies is 
"not connected to a PBX or other device 
capable of interconnecting a local 
exchange subscriber line with the 
private line." The MO&O denies a 
petition for reconsideration filed by 
Pacific Bell seeking reversal of our 
initial order, as well as petitions 
submitted by Aeronautical Radio, Inc. 
and Ad Hoc Telecommunications Users 
Committee asking for reconsideration of 
footnote 51 of the order, which they 
claimed would lead to on unwarranted 
and unsupported case-by-case 
reevaluation of the surcharge amount. 
While rejecting these petitions, the 
MOAO granted, in part, a petition for 
clarification filed by the Central 
Committee on Telecommunications of 
the American Petroleum Institute, 
concluding that refunds for surcharge 
amounts paid on private lines that fall 
within the exemption in question are 
appropriate for those subscribers who 
had certified that they qualified for the 
5 69.115(e)(6) exemption prior to the 
initial order. This action is taken to 
ensure that the application of 
i 69.115(e)(6) of the Commission's Rules 
is consistent with the policy underlying 
the private line surcharge. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Sandra Eskin (202) 632-9342. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 69 

Access charges. Communications 
common carriers. Telephone. 

Memorandum Opinion and Order 

In the matter of clarification of (1 69 5 and 
89.115 of the rule* of the Federal 
Communications Commission. 

Adopted: October 3,1985. 

Released: October 16,1985 

By the Commission. 

/. Introduction 

1. On February 25,1985. we released 
an order granting a ' Petition for 
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Clarification and Expedited Relier Hied 
by Aeronautical Radio. Inc. (“ARINC”), 
concerning the proper interpretation of 
§ 69.115(e)(6) of our rules. 1 2 * This section 
provides an exemption from the $25 per 
month private line surcharge authorized 
in 55 69.5 and 69.115 of our ru* les * for 
M |a]ny termination of a line that the 
customer certifies to the exchange 
carrier is not connected to a PBX or 
other device capable of interconnecting 
a local exchange subscriber line with 
the private line.” * In its petition. ARINC 
contended that exchange carriers were 
incorrectly implementing this exemption 
by applying the surcharge to private 
lines that terminated in PBXs or similar 
equipment that had been rendered 
incapable of interconnection with the 
local exchange through software 
partitioning or other means. In granting 
ARINCs petition, we stated that we 
Intended to apply the surcharge only 
where there was a present leakage 
capability: 

if a user's equipment is prevented from 
interconnecting private lines with tbe local 
exchange lines due to “actual operating 
practicalities or limitations”—resulting from 
either hardware or software restrictions— 
then it is not capable of leakage. No use of 
the exchange can be made, and no surcharge 
should therefore be assessed. 4 * * 

2. In granting the ARINC petition, we 
recognized that, in light of our 
clarification of 5 89.115(e)(6), it may be 
appropriate for exchange carriers to 
increase the amount of the surcharge 
from $25. and we provided for such an 
increase as follows: 

When we affirmed this surcharge amounf 
in the Second Reconsideration Order . we did 
not consider that users could partition or 
otherwise modify their PBXs so as to block 
leakage and thereby qualify for an exemption 
from the surcharge under our rules. As a 
result, fewer lines than we anticipated in the 
Second Reconsideration Order are subject to 
the surcharge, but the total amount of leakage 
over private lines has probably remained 
about the same (because it is Hkely that the 
lines that qualify for an exemption under the 
clarification we adopt today have engaged in 
little, if any. leakage). An upward adjustment 
in the amount of the interim surcharge may, 
therefore, he necessary to recover the same 
level of contribution for the same amount of 
leakage from a smaller number of lines. 
Accordingly, we would consider, with 
appropriate justification but without the 
usage measurements or estimations required 
in (§ 69.115 (a) and (b) of our rules, a revised 
interim surcharge filed by an exchange 


1 In the Mutter of Clarification of || 605 and 
69.115 of the Rules of the Federal Communication! 
Commission. Memorandum Opinion and Order. SO 
FR 1225111065) (hereinafter ARINC Clarification 
Order). 

• 47 ckr floret, earn (i«4). 

•id |»U5<eH&) 

* AH!SC Ctonftent ton Order at pare 16 


earner that, when applied to this smaller 
number of lines, would produce the same 
total revenue as the application of the $2590 
to all lines attached to PBXs or similar 

devices.* 

3. We have received three petitions 
for reconsideration of our decision in the 
ARINC Clarification Order; one, filed by 
Pacific Bell seeks a complete reversal of 
the Order, while two others, submitted 
by ARINC and the Ad Hoc 
Telecommunications Users Committee 
("Ad Hoc”), request only that we set 
aside footnote 51 of the Order, in which 
we suggested that an increase in the 
amount of the private line surcharge 
might be appropriate. Additionolly.the 
Central Committee on 
Telecommunications of the American 
Petroleum Institute ("API”) has filed a 
“Petition for Further Clarification and 
Fjcpedited Relief,” requesting that, in 
light of the interpretation of 

S 69.115(e)(8) adopted in the ARINC 
Clarification Order, we clarify that any 
subscriber who has paid surcharges on 
software or hardware-restricted private 
lines is entitled to a retroactive refund, 
with interest, upon appropriate 
documentation that such surcharges 
have been paid. For the reasons 
discussed below, we deny the 
reconsideration petitions, and partially 
grant the API Petition.* 

II. Petitions for Reconsideration 

A. Pacific Bell 

4. In its Petition. Pacific Beil seeks 
reversal of the ARINC Clarification 
Order, contending that the issue raised 
in ARINCs Petition would be better 
addressed in our pending reevaluation 
of the entire private line surcharge 
concept. 7 It further aigues that our 
interpretation of § 69.115(e)(6) will 
exacerbate leakage because carriers 
cannot reasonably ascertain whether 
customers filing exemptions for private 
lines attached to PBX or similar devices 
have indeed rendered those lines 
incapable of “leakage,” and will further 
reduce surcharge revenues by increasing 
the exemption rate, which is already 
much higher than anticipated. 

5. In response to Pacific Bell's 
arguments. Ad Hoc, API, and AAR note 
that in the ARINC Clarification Order 
the Commission explicitly declined to 
consolidate the original ARINC petition 
with the private line surcharge 
revaluation. Ad Hoc asserts that self- 
certification. which has worked before. 


*ARINCClarification Orders t para 10 n. 81. 

‘See Appemh* A for a list of parties who 
commented on the various petition!. 

’See MTS/WATS Market Structure. Notice of 
PmpoMd Rulemaking 49 FR 50415. 84 Rad Reg 2d 
(P A F) 47 (1984) (hereinafter Notice). 


should continue to be effective under 
i 69.115(e)(6), and that the Commission 
can use penalty provisions under the 
Communications Act to police leaking. 
API further argues that Pacific Bell’s 
assertion that the number of exemptions 
is greater than anticipated is not 
substantiated, while AAR contends that, 
in clarifying S 69.115(e)(8), the 
Commission clearly intended to increase 
the number of private lines eligible for 
exemption. 

6 We agree with those opposing the 
Pacific Bell petition that all the issues it 
raises now were raised and fully 
considered in the ARINC Clarification 
Order. Pacific Bell has presented no new 
facts or arguments that would cause us 
to reverse our resolution of those issues 
in that Order, and, accordingly, its 
petition for reconsideration is denied 

B. ARINC and Ad Hoc 

1. Pleadings.— 7. While both ARINC 
and Ad Hoc generally support the 
ARINC Clarification Order, they ask us 
to reconsider footnote 51 in that Order, 
which they claim will lead to an 
unwarranted and unsupported case-by- 
case reevaluation of the surcharge 
amount. Ad Hoc faults the rationale 
posited in that footnote in support of an 
increase in the surcharge, * while ARINC 
asserts that the existence of any 
shortfall in exchange carrier revenues 
has not been demonstrated. ARINC also 
contends that the present $25 figure is 
evidently too high since no carrier has 
yet developed its own surcharge 
amount, as they are permitted to do in 
our rules.’and as they presumably 
would do if they could justify a higher 
amount. In its view, an increase in the 
surcharge amount will drive some users 
out of the market. Both petitioners also 
assert that the Commission should defer 
any recalculation of the $25 amount to 
Ihe more comprehensive reevaluntion of 


•Ad Hoc views the calculation of the surcharge 
amount at ■ two-step proem*. Involving (1) 
determination of the number of line* that leak, and 

(2) estimation of the amount of leakage par line (or 
the line! that leak Therefore. Ad Hoc argues. fuel 

because one itep—our intflal determination of the 
number of tinea ihel teak—may be Incorrect, thb 

doee not mean that the second atop—our 
independent estimate of the amount of leakage per 
tine—i# aleo erroneous Ad Hoc Petition al S. Ad 

Hoc further argue* that following the methodology 
we used tn originally developing the $25 amount Ihe 
surcharge should actually be reduced a§ a retail of 
the Interpretation of f 00.115(e)(6) adopted tn the 
ARINCClarification Order. It claim! that becausr 
the Commission aaiume* In footnote! 51 that fewer 
line* than we ortgmally anticipated actually leak 
Into the local exchange, the total amount of leakage 
should alto be left than we originally itstumed 

Thit. it argues, would require a reduction, not an 
Increase, tn the surcharge amount 

• See First Reconsideration Order at para S& 47 
CFRflB llS(aMb) 
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the surcharge presently underway, 
maintaining that the requirement in the 
footnote that exchange carriers support 
any change in the $25 surcharge amount 
with ' appropriate justification" provides 
no real standard for review. 

a ADAPSO supports AR1NC and Ad 
Hoc's arguments that footnote 51 lacks 
support 10 and that any recalculation or 
the surcharge amount should only be 
undertaken in the pm ate line surcharge 
reevaluation proceeding. HP. claims that 
in light of the fact that the initial 
calculation of the $25 figure was 
"predicated on less than rigorous 
analysis," the invitation in footnote 51 to 
recalculate the surcharge level on an ad« 
hoc basis is inconsistent with 
fundamental ratemaking principles. 

9. NECA opposes the ARINC and Ad 
Hoc petitions, arguing that to deny 
carriers the opportunity to file revised 
tariffs would be contrary to the public 
interest and the statutory scheme of 
carrier-initiated tariffs. NECA contends 
further, along with DetlSouth, that 
footnote 51 simply allows exchange 
carriers the opportunity to recover their 
costs and recognizes the 
interrelationships between the 
surcharge and carrier common line 
revenue requirement. NYNEX rejects the 
petitioners* arguments that the 
recalculation provided for in footnote 51 
is not subject to any meaningful review, 
contending that the "just and 
rtfunonabie” standard of the 
Communications Act would apply. 
Further, NYNEX argues that it would not 
be appropriate to defer any 
recalculation of the amount of the 
surcharge to the comprehensive private 
line surcharge reevaluation. because 
any order resulting from that 
reevaluation would not apply 
retroactively. 

2. Discussion. —10 While AR1NC and 
Ad Hoc characterize footnote 51 as 
inviting reevaluation o! the private line 
surcharge on a case-by-case basis, we 
view it merely as providing exchange 
carriers with the opportunity to make 
one. relatively simple adjustment in the 
amount of the surcluirge to reflect the 
interpretation of § 89115(e)(6) of our 
rules that ARINC petitioned for nnd Ad 
Hoc supported. As we stated in the 


,D ADAPSO contend* that our estimate of lcoltofo 
Kiln beini inflated nnd Ibeicfoie, our 

tnitinl ovUmnlr at the awnw of W uknRe 

per private list* subject to the mireharae | nod thus, 
th .t mount of tli« eirtr.lt *trpt« itMilf)* Unit id rrmnm 
unaffected by recugmticu that «i »m.ilkr number of 
prfvele line* Ituin nriginAft)' anticipated actually 
trnk Moreover, It contend* thill If we were to adjutf 
downward our euimotr of the total amount of 
Irnkaiie to reflmi uur determination that carUui 
t»rt% ett I me* are incapable of kakupo, ibr tuiaJ 
Amount of revenue grt* rated by the surcharge 
should also decrease ADAPSO Comment* al S-4. 


ARINC Clarification Order , when we 
upheld $25 as an appropriate amount in 
the Second fteco/utidenation Order, we 
did not consider that users could 
partition or otherwise modify their PBXs 
so as to block leakage. In granting 
A KiNC s petition, we hekl that 
exempting lines terminating in such 
PBXs from the surcharge was consistent 
with our intent in promulgating the "not- 
capable-of-leokage" exemption in 
§ 69.115(e)(6). Nevertheless, we also 
recognized that, as a result of adopting 
ARINC** interpretation of that 
exemption, it was passible that fc?war 
lines than we anticipated in the Second 
Reconsideration Order would be subject 
to the surcharge, although total leakage 
would probably not decrease. The 
adjustment provided for in footnote 51 
would simply permit exchange carriers 
to take this interpretation into account 
in setting the surcharge level. 11 

11, Furthermore, we do not believe it 
is appropriate to await the outcome of 
the pending comprehensive reevaluation 
of the private line surcharge before 
allowing for an increase in the surcharge 
amount along the lines indicated in 
footnote 51. As NYNEX points out. any 
change in the surcharge amount or the 
overall surcharge approach that we 
adopt in that rulemaking proceeding will 
not be retroactive: and it was our intent 
in footnote 51 to provide for the 
possibility of adjustments in the 
surcharge amount in the current period. 
Accordingly, the ARINC and Ad Hoc 
petitions for reconsideration are denied. 

Ill API Petition for Further Clarification 

A. Pleadings 

12- In its petition, API contends that 
any private line subscriber that has paid 
surcharges on its hardware- or software- 
restricted lines is entitled to a 
retroactive refund, with interest, upon 


11 Ad Hoc and ADAPSO. fn c.»nt«ndin* thu! the 
turrit urge level should be unchanged or perhapa 
evrti reduced ti n result of the interpretation 
adopted in the ARINC CJanftoaluut Qrdpi (u+ 
tuprunote* 0 end 10b have mUcnnairtied footnote 
51. Contrary to these part ice* insertions, wr did not 
say that fewer tines than originally anticipated 
tuJktolly look into the local mcHiw$o, but rather, 
that fewer Itnai than originally natiupsied an 
suhrict to Mr *urchoT)t*. Since «( con dueled thal 
Iht total amount of leakage ovar private licet has 
pmbabty remained about the samr | bused on our 
assumption, which wc again find reasonable, that 
those line* that qualify for the exemption from Um 
surcharge have engaged in minimal leakage), an 
increase in the surcharge amount would he justified 
In order to recover the same total contribution from 
the smaliof number at lines subject to the lurcharfs 
Ad Hoc's further a moment that the surcharge 
should be reduced because the nonpremium 
monthly access charge is no less than the S4UO-5UO 
tigum that was uaad in the >V nt RecottAu/omlioa 
(infer to calculate ike Sib amount was fully 
addressed la I he Second fotconMiiltunUoo Order at 
pars-124. 


"appropriate documentation" that such 
surcharge* have been paid, in support of 
it* petition, it submits sample affidavits 
from users who state that they have 
made such payment*. Alternatively, API 
requests that the Commission require 
that credits be granted against current 
amounts due for amounts already 
collected. API maintains that refunds or 
credits are mandated by the 
Commission's interpretation of 
i 69.115(e)(6) in the ARINC Clarification 
Order, which it claims makes clear that 
an exemption for restricted private lines 
has been in effect since that section was 
adopted. It notes that the Commission is 
authorized to order refunds under 
section 204 of the Communications 
Act** and contends that failure to do so 
in this case would constitute unjust 
enrichment of the exchange carriers. 

13. ARINC agrees with API that the 
requirement for refunds is implicit in the 
reasoning underlying the ARINC 
Clarification Order. HP. in support of 
API's alternative request that credit* be 
extended for improper payment of 
surcharge amounts, asserts that it has 
contacted the interexchange carriers to 
whom it has paid the '’improper** 
charges and notified them that it will 
begin deducting "appropriate** amounts 
from its private line bills until the 
improper surcharge payments have been 
recovered. HP states that it has so far 
received no objection to this approach. 

14. A number of exchange carriers 
opposing API s Petition note that in its 
comments supporting ARINCs initial 
petition. API had requested that the 
Commission order refunds and that, by 
not granting that request in the ARINC 
Clarification Order, we implicitly 
rejected compulsory' refunding. API. 
together with ARINC and Ad Hoc, 
responds to this contention by arguing 
that had the Commission intended to 
allow retention of surcharge amounts 
previously collected from subscribers 
with "blocked** private line*, it would 
have hod to resolve the tax issue raised 
in ARINCs initial petition, but not 
addressed in the ARINC Clarification 
Order v—i.e., whether assessment of the 
surcharge on such private lines 
constitutes imposition of an unlawful 
tax. 

15. GTE, BellSouth, and Ameritech 18 
contend that the affidavits submitted by 


11 47 ti.SC. 204 (19&2). 

1 * Amonlach• comment* were Iliad one day lute 
It accompanied it* comment* with a motion to 
accept a late filed pleading identifying mechanical 
difficult** and messenger failure a* lt»e ira»uq* for 
the delay in filing The comment* were served on 
the appropriate parties In a timely aunmirr. and no 
party ha* opposed Ameriteth • motion Uocaua* no 
prejudice will result to any party, we ace griming 
Ihr motion 
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API do not provide a sufficient basis for 
refunds and that only those subscribers 
who submitted exemption certifications, 
as required by § 69.115(e)(0) of our rules, 
should be eligible for any refund. These 
carriers, along with Pacific Bell, express 
the concern that granting API’s petition 
would be an open invitation to 
misrepresentation on the part of 
subscribers, who could be expected to 
claim that their PBXs were blocked, 
whether in fact they were or not These 
exchange carriers note that they would 
have no means of verifying such claims. 
API argues in response that carriers 
have failed to document any instances 
of customer misrepresentation since the 
self-certification program took effect 
and that most private line subscribers 
have valid business reasons for 
restricting leakage and no reason to 
cheat It further notes that its members 
did not attempt to submit certifications 
before the ARINC Clarification Order 
was issued because they wanted to 
comply with Commission rules, and the 
carriers represented that the lines in 
question did not qualify for the 
exemption and demanded payment of 
the surcharge. In API’s view, its 
members and other private line 
subscribers acted "prudently” in relying 
on these carrier representations in 
deciding not to seek exemptions for their 
private lines attached to hardware-or 
software-restricted PBSx. 

16. The exchange carriers also dispute 
API's contention that ( 69.115(e)(6) has 
effectively exempted restricted private 
lines from August 25,1904. the date the 
surcharge became effective, arguing that 
in the ARINC Clarification Order, the 
Commission clearly changed the 
assumptions underlying S 69.115(e)(6). 
While agreeing that the Commission has 
authority to order a refund, BellSouth 
argues that a finding of unlawfulness, 
not made in the ARINC Clarification 
Order , is a condition precedent to 
granting a refund. Ameritech maintains 
that tariff provisions, as well as 
statutory and case law, preclude the 
granting of refunds under the 
circumstances of this case. 14 


u According to Airorrltrcb. NECA's special 
access tariff, whkh went into effect on August 24. 
ISM. included a Conuniasion-prescribed revision 
requiring a deferred collection plan to accommodate 
private line customers submitting an exemption 
certification provided for in | 89 115(e)(6) within 90 
days of the effective day of th§ tariff. National 
Exchange Carrier Association— 1 Tariff F.C.G No. 1, 
Special Access Surcharge. Mimeo No 5953, para. 9 
(released August 10.1964). This plan, according to 
Amerttech. indicates that the Commission did not 
contamplete any retroactive adjustment where a 
customer certified an eligible line after the 90-day 
period Ameritech Comments at 9-10. Additionally. 
Ameritech contends that Arizona Grocery Co* v. 
Atckhoa T &SfRy Co , 264 US. 370 (1932). tn 


17. In response to API's argument that 
their retention of surcharge amounts 
already paid on restricted private lines 
would constitute unjust enrichment. 

GTE, BellSouth, and NYNEX state that 
there is no evidence that exchange 
carriers acted unreasonably and for this 
reason, the exchange carriers should not 
be penalized. GTE contends that there is 
no unjust enrichment, but rather a 
potential shortfall resulting from the 
Commission's interpretation of 
i 60.115(e)(0). A number of exchange 
carriers contend that if refunds were 
granted, a retroactive increase in the 
common carrier fine charge or in the 
surcharges applied to non-exempt 
private Tines would be necessary to 
prevent an inequitable revenue loss. 

They assert, however, that such a course 
would be replete with administrative 
problems. API argues in response that 
the "delicate balance" between the 
carrier common fine requirement and 
the private line surcharge is insufficient 
justification for denying its petition. It 
maintains that (i) carriers have failed to 
establish the interrelationship of these 
two charges; (if) the amount of revenue 
from the private fine surcharge, even 
before refunds are considered, is 
drastically lower than anticipated; and 
(iii) the Commission may order refunds 
even if the effect would be to reduce a 
carrier’s prescribed rate of return. 

B. Discussion 

16. We are aware of the fact that, 
prior to the ARINC Clarification Order . 
a number of users may have been 
paying the $25 surcharge on private lines 
that terminated in a PBX blocked, by 
software restrictions or otherwise, from 
leaking calls into the local exchange. 
However, we also believe that many 
exchange carriers assessed the 
surcharge against these users believing 
in good faith that our rules, and their 
tariffs implementing our rules, so 
required. Accordingly, we find 
unconvincing the arguments of API and 
supporting user groups that the 
challenged exchange carrier practice 


which the Supreme Court ruled that an agency may 
not award retroactive refund* of rate* that It hat 
"approved or prescribed.'* preclude* retroactive 
adjustment of surcharge payments It maintain* that 
the Commission prescribed not only the $25 
surcharge, but also its application until an 
exemption certificate ia filed. Ameritech Comments 
at 19-20. Finally. Ameritech contends that, even 
assuming that the $25 surcharge is "carrier- 
tnilisted" and not Commission-prescribed refunds 
are not available. It argues that refunds are allowed 
pursuant to section 204(a) of the Communications 
Act 47 U.S.C. 204(a). only when carrier-made rates 
that go into affect subject to an accounting order are 
subsequently determined to be unjustified If no 
section 204 accounting order is involved, a 
customer's only recourse, according to Ameritech, ia 
a complaint for damages. Id at 14-15. 


represent a blatant disregard of our 
rules that has resulted in customer 
abuse and unjust enrichment. As we 
stated in the ARINC Clarification Older, 
in adopting the § 69.115(e)(6) exemption 
to the private fine surcharge, we did not 
focus on the possibility that PBXs and 
other similar device could be rendered 
incapable of interconnecting private 
fines to the local exchange; and hence, 
the text of the rule itself and the 
relevant discussion tn the Second 
Reconsideration Order are somewhat 
ambiguous on the question whether the 
exemption applies to such blocked fines. 
While we answered this question in the 
affirmative In clarifying the rule, we did 
not, and do not, find that the exchange 
carriers, in adopting a contrary 
interpretation, could reasonably be 
charged with acting in bad faith. 

19. On the other hand, we do not 
agree with those exchange carriers who 
argue that an absence of bad faith is 
determinative on the question of their 
liability to subscribers who properly 
sought exemptions from the surcharge 
for their blocked private fines in 
compliance with the rules. We conclude 
that the exchange carriers should have 
granted those exemptions and that those 
users are entitled to refunds for the 
surcharge amount they have paid on 
those fines. But an exemption from the 
surcharge did not automatically attach 
to private fines as a consequence of the 
subscriber instituting blocking 
arrangements in Its PBX. Rather, under 

5 69.115(e)(6) it was necessary for the 
subscriber to certify to the exchange 
carrier that its private lines had been 
rendered incapable of leakage. This 
certification requirement, while a 
minimal burden on users, is an 
important component of the exemption 
process. 

20. We agree with a number of 
exchange carriers who contend that the 
affidavits submitted by API with its 
petition are insufficient documentation 
to support a claim for refund. It is our 
view that only a user who complied with 
the requirements of 5 69.115(e)(6) and 
submitted appropriate certification at 
the time it sought an exemption should 
be able to obtain a refund for the period 
commencing w r ith the submission. 1 * API 
contends that its members did not try to 
certify due to demands by exchange 
carriers for payment and a desire to 
comply with our rules. However, we 
believe that the more "prudent" course 


“Certifications submitted during the initial 90- 
day implementation period for the sperm! .» 
surcharge should, pursuant to the trrm* of th<* 
relevant NECA tanff. apply retroactively to iht 
effective data of the tariff. Set supra noie 14 
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of action would have been for these 
users to have submitted certifications 
and. after they were rejected, paid the 
surcharge amount under protest, the 
course apparently taken by ARINC, the 
original petitioner in this proceeding. 
Only under such circumstances do we 
believe that a refund is warranted. 1 * 

21. We find the approach to refunds 
adopted in this Order to be reasonable 
and equitable in light of the 
acknowledged previous ambiquity of 
S 09.115(e)(6) and the problems of 
verfication. All we are requiring of 
private line subscribers is compliance 


*• The tariff provision* a led by Amentrch aupm 
note 14. do not restrict an award of refunds In the 
circumstances of this one. The deferred payment 
p!«n and accompanying nfund provisions of the 
tariff were found to be the bast alternative fot 
solving the billing and collection problems 
Attendant to the initial implementation of the 
private line surcharge. See NFCA Tariff FCC No. 1. 
Memorandum Opinion and Order (Dure an Order). 
Transmittal No. II. Mimeo Na S6U&. paras. V-10 
(released August ia 19*4). Not only do the tariff 
provisions apply solely to the original 
implementation period, but they also address only 
muilnniot to refunds due pursuant to billing and 
collection procedures and not eotitiefnant upon 
misapplication of the surcharge Moreover, contrary 
to Amerltifch'i contention, the Atixono Grocery 
esse does oot limit our ability to provide for refunds 
in ibis case. Anxonc Grocery involved a change is a 
prescription, oot a misapplication by the earner 6f a 
prescribed charge—die situation that prevails hare. 
Wc did not change our surcharge rules In the 
AHINC Order but clarified that those rules provide 
an exemption lor subscribers with blocked l»BXs. 
Tlie carriers* misinterpretation of our rules, though 
arguably mode in good faith, was their own. and 
their denial of surcharge exemptions to customers 
who certified that they had Implemented blocking 
arrangement* in their PBXs was a carrier imitated 
oction and subject to refunds if unreasonable, as the 
AH INC Clarification Order found It lo be In any 
eviwi. Anwritoch appears to rriy on the Arrrorm 
Gnxxry case only to argue that refunds should not 
be provided lo snbaenbers who failed to certify 
their bru t as exempt, which wc have determined 
thr exchange carriers are not required lo do. For 
similar reasons. Ameritech* argument that section 
3>4{i») limits our ability to pros ide for refunds In this 
case is misplaced. Section 2*M(o) sets out a 
mechanism for providing refunds when the 
Commission permits a new or revised tariff 
provision to go into effect subject to an 
investigation and aubsequenliy determine* that 
such provision la unlawful As dwcussed above, the 
AH/NC ChriftcaUon Order dealt only with a 
i lunflcaUan, of an exemption provided for in both 
the rules and the exchange carriers access tariffs 
tout had haen misapplied by certain earners. 

Section 204(a) does nol apply to that clarification 
nor restrict our ability to aider the refunds provided 
lor herein 


with our rules to qualify for an 
exemption. 

22. Finally, we reject the contention of 
API. ARINC. and Ad Hoc that allowing 
telephone companies to apply the 
surcharge to lines that do not leak 
constitutes unlawful taxation. The fact 
that a rate for a particular telephone 
company service or facility does not 
reflect the costs of that service or 
facility, but a distribution of costs to 
promote the general purposes of the 
Communications Act, does not render 
that rate a tax. 17 Furthermore, the 
parties* tax argument proves too much: 
The surcharge still applies to 
subscribers who may not in fact leak if 
they do not have partitioned PBXs, or if 
they qualify for the { 69.115(e)(6) 
exemption but fail to submit an 
appropriate certification. In any event, 
the requirement in § 69.115(e)(6) of our 
rules that a subscriber submit a 
certification to receive an exemption 
from the surcharge is a reasonable one. 
and those subscribers who complied 
with it will be eligible for refunds. 

bV. Ordering Clauses 

23. Accordingly. It is hereby ordered. 
That pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 154{i) and (j). 
201, 202. 203. 205. 218. and 403, the 
petitions for reconsideration and further 
clarification are granted to the extent set 
forth in this Memorandum Opinion and 
Order, and are otherwise denied. 

24. It is further ordered That the 
Motion to Accept Late-Filed Pleading 
filed by Ameritech is granted 

Federal Communications Commission. 
William ). Tricarico. 

Secretary. 

Appendix A 

The following parties submitted 
oppositions to. or comments on the 
petitions for reconsideration: 

Ad Hoc Telecommunications Users 

Committee (Ad Hoc) 


11 Ai noted in thr Second Recrmy/deration Order. 
the application of the ourcharge. which It a**eued 
by and paid to the local telephone oompany. lo 
privately supplied private lma»—that i*. lo facilitust 
not tuppltfd by the local telephone company— 
would raioe errtam taxation concern* See Second 
Reconutderatian Order at para. 1 X*h hh 


Aeronautical Radio, Inc, (ARINC) 
American Satellite Company (ASC) 
Association of American Railroads 
(AAR) 

Association of Data Processing Service 
Organizations. Inc. (ADAPSO) 
BellSouth Corporation (BellSouth) 
Central Committee on 
Telecommunications of the American 
Petroleum 

Institute and the Utilities 
Telecommunications Council (API) 
Hewlett-Packard Company (HP) 

National Exchange Carriers Association. 
Inc. (NECA) 

New York Telephone Company and 
New England Telephone and 
Telegraph 
Company (NYNEX) 

The following parties submitted 
replies to the petitions for 
reconsideration: 

AAR 

Ad Hoc 
ARINC 

Tele-Communications Association 
(TCA) 

The following parties submitted 
oppositions to. or comments on. the API 
Petition for Further Clarification: 

Ameritech Operating Companies 
(Ameritech) 

American Telephone and Telegraph 
Company (AT&T) 

ARINC 

Bell Atlantic Telephone Companies (Bell 
Atlantic) 

BellSouth 

GTE Service Corporation (GTE) 

HP 

NECA 

NYNEX 

Pacific 

The following parties submitted 
replies to the API Petition: 

Ad Hoc 

API 

TCA 

|FR Doc 85-25100 Filed 16-21-85: 8:45 am) 

81LUMQ COCC 4M 2-01-44 
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proposed issuance of rules and 
regulations The purpose of these notices 
is to give interested persons an 
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making poor to the adoption of the final 
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ADMINISTRATIVE CONFERENCE OF 
THE UNITED STATES 

1 CFR Part 305 

Administrative and Judicial Review In 
Immigration Proceedings 

agency: Administrative Conference of 
the United States; Committee on judicial 
Review, 

action: Notice; Request for Comments. 

summary: The Administrative 
Conference's Committee on judicial 
Review is considering a tentative 
recommendation of the subject of 
adminstrative and judicial review of 
orders in immigration proceedings. The 
tentative recommendation proposes 
some changes in the jurisdiction of the 
agency units that hear administrative 
appeals in these cases as well as in the 
jurisdiction of the federal courts in 
immigration cases. It also suggests 
changes in the structure and 
organization of the Board of Immigration 
Appeals within the Department of 
justice. The committee seeks views and 
information to assist it in the 
consideration of the tentative 
recommendation. 

dates: Comment Deadline: November 0, 
1985. Comments received after the 
deadline will be considered to the 
extent feasible: however, the committee 
will meet to discuss the tentative 
recommendation November 12.1905, 
and any comments received after that 
time cannot be considered at all. 
addresses: Send comments to: Mary 
Candace Fowler, Administrative 
Conference of the United States, 2120 L 
Street. NW. Suite 500, Washington, D.C. 
20037. One copy is sufficient. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mary Candace Fowler. Administrative 
Conference of the United States. 2120 L 
Street, NW., Suite 500. Washington, D.C. 
20037; (202) 254-7065. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Administrative Conference’s Committee 
on judicial Review is considering a 
recommendation that would rationalize 


the allocation of various orders in 
administrative immigration proceedings 
to particular forums for administrative 
or judicial review. The tentative 
recommendation calls for the justice 
Department to review its regulations 
governing the forum for administrative 
review of immigration orders, and to 
assign some orders now reviewed by the 
Administrative Appeals Unit in the 
office of the Associate Commissioner for 
Examinations within the Immigration 
and Naturalization Service (I.N.S.) to the 
Board of Immigration and Appeals 
within the Executive Office for 
Immigration Review. The tentative 
recommendation suggests that the Board 
of Immigration Appeals be given 
statutory recognition and that various 
measures be taken to increase the 
independence of the Board from the 
Attorney General. Finally, the 
recommendation suggests certain 
changes in federal court jurisdiction 
over immigration appeals, most 
significantly a provision for direct 
review of exclusion orders in the courts 
of appeals. The recommendation is 
based on a report prepared for the 
Administrative Conference by Professor 
Stephen H. Legomsky. copies of which 
are available on request. 

The committee has not reached any 
firm conclusions with respect to the 
tentative recommendation and 
welcomes the submission of views and 
information related to any aspect of the 
recommendation. However, we 
particularly invite interested persons to 
comment on the following issues: 

1, What would be the likely impact (in 
terms of workload, quality of 
decisionmaking, etc.) of consolidating all 
administrative appeals of denials of visa 
petitions in one reviewing body—either 
the Board of Immigration Appeals 
(B.I.A.) in the Executive Office of 
Immigration Review or the 
Administrative Appeals Unit (A.A.U.) 
under the Associate Commissioner for 
Examinations in the I.N.S.? How 
effective and efficient are these entities 
in handling their existing caseloads? 

2. If the B.I.A. were to adopt a 3- 
member panel system, to what extent 
should en banc review of panel 
decisions be available? Should review of 
split panel decisions be automatic or 
available only in the Board's discretion 
(either on motion of a Board member or 
in response to a petition)? Should en 
banc review of unanimous panel 


decisions be available at the behest of 
the I.N.S. Commissioner or the Attorney 
General, in order to permit further 
consideration of legal or policy issues 
those officials deem especially 
important? Should it be available under 
any other circumstances? Would the 
answers to these questions change if the 
size of the B.LA. were increased from 5 
to 7 or more members? 

3. Should Board of Immigration 
Appeals members be appointed by the 
Attorney General or by the President 
with the advice and consent of the 
Senate? If they were presidentially 
appointed, would it be appropriate for 
the Attorney General to retain power to 
reverse the Board's decisions? 

4. Assuming that the actual instance 
of Attorney General review of B.I.A. 
decisions were to remain infrequent, as 
it is now. what standards should guide 
the Attorney General in determining 
which cases are appropriate for 
review—the presence of foreign policy 
or national security-related issues, 
prevalence of discretionary 
considerations over technical legal 
issues more appropriate for B.I.A. en 
banc resolution, or other considerations? 
Should the recommendation identify 
such standards? 

The committee will meet on 
November 12 to consider the tentative 
recommendation and any comments 
received. Further notice of the exact 
time and place of the meeting will be 
published in the Federal Register. All 
comments submitted to the committee 
will be placed in a Tile available for 
public inspection during regular 
business hours (9:00 AM to 5:30 PM 
Monday through Friday, excluding 
federal holidays) at the Office of the 
Chairman of the Administrative 
Conference, 2120 L Street. NW.. Suite 
500, Washington. D.C 20037. 

Proposal On Which Comment# Are 
Requested: 

Draft Recommendation—Administrative 
and Judicial Review in Immigration 
Proceedings 

The Immigration and Nationality Act 
of 1952. as amended, requires the justice 
Department to make two major types of 
decisions affecting aliens—the exclusion 
of aliens seeking to enter the United 
States and deportation of those already 
in the country. The Act and the 
accompanying, regulations also require a 
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ho9t of collateral decisions concerning 
visa petitions, waivers of grounds for 
exclusion or deportation, adjustment of 
status from non immigrant to permanent 
resident, and many other immigration* 
related matters. Responsibility for 
making these decisions resides in two 
very different types of officials, 
immigration judges, who are part of the 
Justice Department s Executive Office 
for Immigration Review, conduct formal 
evidentiary hearings in deportation, 
exclusion, and certain other 
proceedings. District directors and their 
subordinates are part of the Immigration 
and Naturalization Service (LN.S.). They 
decide numerous other matters in far 
less formal proceedings. While the 
immigration judges have only 
adjudicative responsibilities, the district 
directors are principally responsible for 
the administration and enforcement of 
the immigration laws within their local 
geographic districts. 

Similarly, there are two channels of 
administrative appeal for the Justice 
Department's Immigration decisions. 

The Board of Immigration Appeals 
(B.I.A.), like the immigration judges, is 
located within the Executive Office of 
Immigration Review. The Board reviews 
almost all immigration judge decisions 
and some district director decisions. It is 
composed of five attorney members, all 
of whom normally participate in every 
care. Jl reviews cases de novo on the 
basis of the administrative record and 
publishes precedential opinions binding 
on the immigration judges and on the 
l.N.S, 

Twenty-five other categories of 
district director decisions are 
appealable to the Associate 
Commissioner for Examinations, an 
I N.S. policymaking official whose 
appellate jurisdiction has been 
subdelegated to the Administrative 
Appeals Unit (A.A.U.). In that unit, 
cases are decided de novo by individual 
non-attorney staff members and 
reviewed by the unit chief. The A.A.U. 
does not ordinarily publish its decisions. 

Most of the administrative decisions 
made under the Immigration and 
Nationality Act are judicially 
review able under one of the several 
statutory review provisions. Final orders 
of deportation are reviewable 
exclusively in the federal courts of 
appeals, except that aliens held in 
custody under deportation orders may 
seek habeas corpus relief in district 
court. Final exclusion orders are 
reviewable only by habeas corpus in 
district court. The district courts also 
have jurisdiction in “all (other) causes. 

• * . arising under any of the provisions 
of this title.** 


The current regulations specify with a 
high degree of clarity which immigration 
decisions are administratively 
appealable and to which appellate body, 
but reasons for the various assignments 
are not always evident. In contrast, the 
existing statutory scheme of judicial 
review is generally sound. A few 
substantive changes would nonetheless 
be in order, and a few clarifications of 
ambiguous statutory language are 
recommended as well. 

The factors that should influence the 
choices of forum for both administrative 
review and judicial review of 
administrative adjudication can be 
developed through a three-port 
methodology: (1) identify those 
attributes of the possible review forums 
that affect the accuracy, the efficiency, 
the acceptability, or the consistency of 
the administrative process; (2) identify 
the attributes cases might possess that 
would affect the importance to be 
attached to the various forum attributes; 
(3) determine the extent to which those 
case attributes tend to be present in the 
particular class of cases under 
consideration. 

In Recommendation 7S-3. the 
Administrative Conference set forth 
criteria to guide Congress in selecting 
the appropriate forum for judicial review 
of administrative agency action. Using 
the methodology described above, the 
present recommendation suggests some 
additional criteria and describes ways 
in which that expanded list of factors, 
with only slight modification, can be 
employed also to select a forum for 
administrative review. Applying those 
criteria, the recommendation then 
suggests forums for both administrative 
review and judicial review for various 
classes of immigration decisions. 

Recommendation 

A Forum for Administrative Review 

1. The Justice Department should 
undertake a comprehensive review of its 
regulations governing the assignment of 
forums for administrative review of 
immigration orders. In revising the 
regulations, it should make the following 
specific case assignments: 

a. Appeals from orders of deportation 
and exclusion should continue to be 
heard by the Board of Immigration 
Appeals (B.I.A.). 

b. Appeals from orders rescinding 
adjustment of status should continue to 
be heard by the B.I.A. 

c. All appeals from district directors* 
denials of visa petitions should be heard 
by the B.I.A.; thus orphan, fiunce(e), and 
occupational petitions should be 
transferred from the Administrative 
Appeals Unit (A.A.U.) to the B.I.A. 


d. If administrative appeals from 
district directors* denials of waivers of 
the grounds of exclusion under section 
212(c) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act (applicable to aliens 
who are returning to a lawful 
unrelinquished domicile in the United 
States of seven years) are preserved.* 
thev should continue to be heard by the 
B LA. 

e. Appeals from district directors’ 
denials of waivers under sections 212(h) 
and 212(i) of the Act (applicable to 
certain close relatives of American 
citizens and permanent residents) 
should be transferred from the A.A.U. to 
the B.I.A. 

f. Appeals from district directors 
denials of applications to waive the two* 
year foreign residence requirement for 
exchange visitors should be transferred 
from the A.A.U. to the BJ.A. 

g. Appeals from denials of waivers 
under section 212(d)(3) of the Act 
(applicable to nonimmigrants) should be 
transferred from the B.I.A. to the A.A.U. 

h. Appeals from district director’s 
denials of applications for permission to 
reapply for administration after 
exclusion or deportation should 
continue to be heard by the A.A.U, 

2. In reexamining Ihe other categories 
of B.I.A. and A.A.U. jurisdiction, the 
Justice Department should consider the 
following factors to the extent 
applicable; 

a. Factors favoring selection of the 
B.I.A. for a particular class of cases 
include (i) high likelihood of a 
substantial impact on the litigants; (ii) 
the prevalence of issues of law or 
discretion, particularly when the public 
impact of a decision will be widespread; 
(iii) the desirability of providing for 
judicial review of the class of cases in 
the courts of appeals. 

b. Factors favoring selection of the 
A.A.A. for a particular class of cases 
include (i) a high volume of cases; (ii) 
the prevalence of questions of 
descriptive fact, rather than issues of 
law or discretion; (iii) high likelihood 
that the reviewing court will need to 
take additional evidence. 

c. Once one class of cases is 
committed to a particular review forum, 
there is benefit in assigning to that same 
forum (i) other classes of cases tending 
to raise similar issues and (ii) other 
cases which, if sent elsewhere, would 
frequently result in the bifurcation of 


*A pending lustier Department proposals would 
eliminate administrative apprati from th«»e order*. 
The issue of whether these order* should ba 

administratisely appealed is beyond the scope of 
this recommendation. 
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proceedings affecting the same 
individual. 

d. If, in a given class of cases, a high 
proportion of appeals consists of 
frivolous actions brought for the purpose 
of delay, then the speedier tribunal will 
be advantageous. 

e. With all else equal, the status quo 
should be preserved. 

B. Structure and Independence of the 
Board of Immigration Appeals 

1. The B.I.A. should adopt a three- 
member panel system for deciding 
cases. En banc review of panel 
decisions should be available only in the 
following circumstances: (a) at the 
request of the l.N.S. Commissioner or 
the Attorney General: or (b) in the 
discretion of the B.I.A., when the alien 
petitions for review of a split panel 
decision. 

2. If necessary to accommodate the 
case transfers recommended in part A 
above, the B.LA.'s membership should 
be slightly increased. 

3. Congress should enact legislation to 
give the B.I.A. statutory recognition. 
Under the legislation, the BJ.A. should 
remain within the Department of Justice. 
Its members should be appointed by the 
President and confirmed by the Senate 
for fixed terms of office, subject to 
removal for good cause. The statute 
should confer jurisdiction over 
deportation, exclusion and rescission 
orders, and should authorize the 
Attorney General to expand the Board's 
jurisdiction further. 

4. The Attorney General should retain 
the power to review individual B.I.A. 
decisions. In accordance with current 
practice, this power should be exercised 
only in extraordinary circumstances. 

C. Judicial Review 

1. In general, those factors that favor 
administrative review in the BJ.A. will 
also favor placing judicial review of 
administrative action in the courts of 
appeals, and those factors that favor 
administrative review in the A.A.U. will 
favor placing judicial review in the 
district courts. Two additional factors 
influencing selection of a judicial forum 
are the availability of constitutionally- 
mandated habeas corpus review, which 
should be assigned to the district courts, 
and the likelihood of a high rate of 
appeals from district court decisions, 
which favors direct court of appeals 
review. 

2. Congress should make the following 
specific changes: 

a. District judicial review of exclusion 
orders (currently reviewable only by 
habeas corpus in district court] should 
lie in the U.S. courts of appeals, as does 
direct review of deportation orders. For 


both deportation and exclusion cases, 
however, the U.S. district courts should 
retain their existing jurisdiction over 
petitions for writs of habeas corpus. 

b. The courts of appeals, rather than 
the district courts, should have exclusive 
jurisdiction to review orders rescinding 
adjustment of status. 

c. Congress should authorize the 
courts of appeals, in their discretion, to 
assert pendent jurisdiction over other 
orders issued under the Immigration and 
Nationality Act affecting aliens who are 
seeking review of exclusion or 
deportation orders. 

d. Section 279 of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act which has generated 
unnecessary jurisdictional questions 
and is now superfluous, should be 
repeeled or, at a minimum, amended to 
clarify that it is subject to the specific 
judicial review provisions of the Act. 

List of Subjects in 1 CFR Part 305 

Administrative practice and 
procedure: Immigration. 

Richard K. Berg, 

General Counsel. 

October 18,1985. 

|FR Doc. 85-25274 Piled 10-21-05; ft45 am) 
BILLING COOC ftHCWn-N 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 

14 CFR Part 39 

(Docket No. 85-NM-103-AO1 

Airworthiness Directives; McDonnell 
Douglas Model DC-9 and C-9 Series 
Airplanes (Fuselage Numbers 1 
Through 1087) 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA). DOT. 
action: Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
(NPRM). 

summary: This notice proposes to 
amend an existing airworthiness 
directive (AD) 85-01-02 applicable to 
certain McDonnell Douglas Model DC-9 
and Military C-9 series airplanes 
(Fuselage Number 1 through 1087) that 
requires inspections and repairs, if 
necessary, of certain aft pressure 
bulkheads. This proposal would require 
a modification of certain airplanes that 
is referenced in the existing AD as an 
optional terminating action. Thts 
proposed amendment is necessary to 
clarify the intent of AD 85-01-02, 
regarding those airplanes modified in 
accordance with McDonnell Douglas 


DC-9 Service Bulletins 53-139, 53-139 
Rt. or production equivalent 

dates: Comments must be received no 
later than December 10,1985. 

address: Send comments on the 
proposal in duplicate to Federal 
Aviation Administration. Northwest 
Mountain Region. Office of the Regional 
Counsel, Attention: Airworthiness Rules 
Docket No. 85-NM-103-AD. 17900 
Pacific Highway South. C-68968. Seattle. 
Washington 98168. The applicable 
service information may be obtained 
from McDonnell Douglas Corporation. 
3855 Lakewood Boulevard. Long Beach. 
California 90846. Attention: Director. 
Publications and Training, Cl-750 (54- 
GO). This information may be examined 
at the FAA. Northwest Mountain 
Region, 17900 Pacific Highway South, 
Seattle. Washington, or 4344 Donald 
Douglas Drive, Long Beach. California. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. Michael N. Asahara. Aerospace 
Engineer. Airframe Branch. ANM-1221-, 
FAA, Northwest Mountain Region. Los 
Angeles Aircraft Certification Office, 
4344 Donald Douglas Drive. Long Beach, 
California 90808: telephone (213) 548- 
2824. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Comments Invited 

Interested persons are invited to 
participate in the making of the 
proposed rule by submitting such 
written data, views, or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications 
should identify the regulatory docket 
number and be submitted in duplicate to 
the address specified above. All 
communication received on or before 
the closing date for comments specified 
above will be considered by the 
Administrator before taking action on 
the proposed rule. The proposal 
contained in this Notice may be changed 
in light of the comments received. All 
comments submitted will be available, 
both before and after the closing date 
for comments, in the Rules Docket for 
examination by interested persons. A 
report summarizing each FAA/public 
contact concerned with the substance of 
this proposal will be filed in the Rules 
Docket. 

Availability of NPRM 

Any person may obtain a copy of this 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the FAA. 
Northwest Mountain Region. Office of 
the Regional Counsel, Attention: 
Airworthiness Rules Docket No. 85-NM- 
103-AD, 17900 Pacific Highway South, 
C-68966, Seattle, Washington 98168. 
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Discussion 

The FAA Issued Airworthiness . 
Directive 85-01-02, Amendment 39-4978 
(50 FR 2043; January 15,1985), because 
of reports of cracks found in the ventral 
aft pressure bulkhead. Prior to the 
issuance of AD 85-01-02, McDonnell 
Douglas attempted to develop an 
inspection program for those aft 
pressure bulkheads modified to 
McDonnell Douglas DC-9 Service 
Bulletins (SB) 53-139, 53-139 Rl. or 
production equivalent, for cracks similar 
to those which occurred during fatigue 
testing. Due to the various splice 
interfaces and materials used (in 
accordance with SB’s 53-139, 53-139 Rl, 
or production equivalent), it is extremely 
difficult to establish whether or not a 
viable repair was accomplished. The 
principal constraint is accessibility, 
which requires significant disassembly 
of the adjacent structure. Both eddy 
current and X-ray procedures are 
compromised by the installation of steel 
parts. Visual inspections are blocked by 
the straps in the upper comers. 

McDonnell Douglas was unsuccessful 
in developing a viable inspection 
procedure for those modified bulkheads, 
and recommended that operators 
incorporate terminating action in 
accordance with McDonnell Douglas 
DC-9 Service Bulletin 53-165 prior to 
accumulating 15,000 cycles after January 
31,1983. The FAA also determined that, 
if the operators disassembled the 
bulkhead area to gain accessibility 
needed to perform the inspections, they 
would elect to complete the terminating 
action In accordance with SB 53-165. It 
was the intent of AD 85-01-02 to 
mandate modification of the affected 
airplanes in accordance with SB 53-165 
prior to the accumulation of 15,000 
cycles, due to the fact that no practical 
repetitive inspection alternative is 
available. 

This proposed rule would amend AD 
85-01-02 to clarify the intent of the 
inspection and repair requirements 
regarding those airplanes modified in 
accordance with McDonnell Douglas 
Service Bulletins 53-139, 53-139 Rl. or 
production equivalent. 

It is estimated that 221 airplanes of 
U.S. registry would be affected by this 
AD, that it would take approximately 
245 manhours per airplane to 
accomplish the required action, and that 
the average labor cost would be S40 per 
manhour. Based on these figures, the 
total cost impact of the AD on U.S. 
operators is estimated to be $2,165,800. 

For these reasons, the FAA has 
determined that this document (1) 
involves a proposed regulation which is 
not major under Kxecutive Order 12291 


and (2) is not a significant rule pursuant 
to the Department of Transportation 
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 
FR 11034; February 26,1979); and it is 
further certified under the criteria of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act that this 
proposed rule, if promulgated, will not 
have a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities* 
because few. if any, Model DC-9 and C- 
9 airplanes are operated by small 
entities. A copy of a draft regulatory 
evaluation prepared for this action is 
contained in the regulatory docket. 

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39 

Aviation safety, Aircraft. 

The Proposed Amendment 

PART 39—(AMENDED) 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
proposed to amend 8 39.13 of Part 39 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulation as 
follows: 

1. The authority citation for Part 39 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1354(a). 1421 and 1423; 
49 U.S.C. 100(g) (Revised. Pub. L 97-449, 
January 12, t983): and 14 CFR 11.89 

Z By amending AD 85-01-02. 
Amendment 39-4978 (50 FR 2043: 

January 15.1985). as follows: 

McDonnell Douglas: Applies to Model DC-9 
and Military C-9 series airplanes 
(Fuselage Numbers 1 through 1087). 
certificated in any category. Compliance 
required os indicated, unless previously 
accomplished. 

A. Revise paragraph A. to read as follows: 

“A. Except for those airplanes that are 

subject to paragraph K . below, for airplanes 
with 15,000 or more landings. . . .** 

B. Re-idcntify paragraphs K through P. os 
L through Q.. respectively. Add a new 
paragraph K. to read as follows: 

**K. For aircraft previously modified in 
accordance with DC-9 Service Bulletin 53- 
139 (basic), or Revision 1. or production 
equivalent, accomplish rework of the aft 
pressure bulkhead in accordance with Part 2 
of the Accomplishment Instructions of SB 53- 
185 prior to the accumulation of 5.400 cycles 
after the effective date of this amendment." 

C. Revise re-identified paragraph L to read 
as follows' 

M L The following constitutes terminating 
action compliance for this AD: For airplanes 
not previously modified in accordance with 
DC-9 Service Bulletin 53-139 (basic and 
Revision 1). or production equivalent, modify 
in accordance with DC-9 Service Bulletin 53- 
188, Rl, or later FAA approved revision.” 

All persons affected by this proposal 
who have not already received these 
documents from the manufacturer may 
obtain copies upon request to the 


McDonnell Douglas Corporation, 3855 
Lakewood Boulevard. Long Beach. 
California 90846. Attention: Director, 
Publications and Training, Cl-750 (54- 
60) 

These documents also may be 
examined at the FAA, Northwest 
Mountain Region, 17900 Pacific Highway 
South, Seattle. Washington, or at 4344 
Donald Douglas Drive. Long Beach. 
California. 

Issued in Seattle, Washington, on October 
11,1985. 

Chariot R. Foster, 

Director. Northwest Mountain Region. 

(FR Doc 85-25060 Filed 10-21-85: 8 45 am) 

BtUJMQ COO€ 4110-1 I'M 


14 CFR Part 71 

[Airspace Docket No. 85-ACE-121 

Proposed Designation of Transition 
Area; West Plains, MO 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
action: Notice of proposed rulemaking 
(NPRM). _ 

summary: This Notice proposes to 
designate a 700-foot transition area at 
West Plains. Missouri, to provide 
controlled airspace for aircraft 
executing a new instrument approach 
procedure to the West Plains Municipal 
Airport, West Plains. Missouri, utilizing 
the West Plains. Missouri. Non- 
Directional Radio Beacon (NDB) as a 
navigational aid. This proposed action 
will change the airport status from VFR 
to IFR. 

dates: Comments must be received on 
or before November 25,1985. 
addresses: Send comments on the 
proposal to: Federal Aviation 
Administration. Manager, Operations, 
Procedures and Airspace Branch, Air 
Traffic Division. ACC-540, 601 East 12th 
Street. Kansas City, Missouri 64106, 
Telephone (816) 374-3408. 

The official docket may be examined 
at the Office of the Regional Counsel. 
Central Region, Federal Aviation 
Administration. Room 1558, 601 East 
12th Street. Kansas City. Missouri. 

An informal docket may be examined 
at the Office of the Manager, 
Operations. Procedures and Airspace 
Branch, Air Traffic Division. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Lewis G. Earp, Airspace Specialist. 
Operations. Procedures, and Airspace 
Branch. Air Traffic Division. ACE-540. 
FAA. Central Region. 601 East 12th 
Street. Kansas City. Missouri 64106, 
Telephone (816) 374-3408. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Comment# Invited 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rulemaking by submitting 
such written data, views or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should identify the airspace docket 
number, and be submitted in duplicate 
to the Operations. Procedures and 
Airspace Branch. Air Traffic Division. 
Federal Aviation Administration. 601 
East 12th Street. Kansas City. Missouri 
64106. All communications received on 
or before the closing date for comments 
will be considered before action is taken 
on the proposed amendment. The 
proposal contained in this Notice may 
be changed in light of the comments 
received. All comments received will be 
available both before and after the 
closing date for comments in the Rules 
Docket for examination by interested 
persons. 

Availability ofNPRM 

Any person may obtain a copy of this 
NPRM by submitting a request to the 
Federal Aviation Administration. 
Operations Procedures and Airspace 
Branch. 601 East 12ih Street, Kansas 
City, Missouri 64106, or by calling (816) 
374-3406. 

Communications must identify the 
notice number of this NPRM. Persons 
interested in being placed on a mailing 
list for further NPRMS should also 
request a copy of Advisory Circular No. 
11-2A which describes the application 
procedure. 

Discussion 

The FAA is considering an 
amendment to Subpart G, § 71.181, of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 
CFR 71.181) by designating a 700-foot 
transition area at West Plains, Missouri. 
To enhance airport usage, a new 
instrument approach procedure is being 
developed for the West Plains, Missouri. 
Municipal Airport, utilizing the West 
Plains NDB as a navigational aid. This 
navigational aid will provide new 
navigational guidance for aircraft 
utilizing the airport. The establishment 
of a new instrument approach procedure 
based on this navigational aid entails 
designation of a transition area at West 
Plains. Missouri, at and above 700 feet 
above ground level within which aircraft 
are provided air traffic control service. 
Transition areas are designed to contain 
IFR operations in controlled airspace 
during portions of the terminal operation 
and while transiting between the 
terminal and enroute environment. The 
intended effect of this action is to ensure 
segregation of aircraft using the 
approach procedure under Instrument 


Flight Rules (IFR) and other aircraft 
operating under Visual Flight Rules 
(VFR). This action will change the 
airport status from VFR to IFR. Section 
71.181 of Part 71 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations was republished in 
Handbook 7400.6A. dated (anuary 2. 

1985. 

The FAA has determined that this 
proposed regulation only involves an 
established body of technical 
regulations for which frequent and 
routine amendments are necessary to 
keep them operationally current. It. 
therefore: (1) Is not a "major rule" under 
Executive Order 12291: (2) is not a 
"significant rule" under DOT Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034; 
February 26,1979); and (3) does not 
warrant preparation of a regulatory 
evaluation as the anticipated impact is 
so minimal. Since this is a routine matter 
that will only affect air traffic 
procedures and air navigation, it is 
certified that this rule, when 
promulgated, will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities under the 
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act. 

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71 
Aviation safety. Transition areas. 

The Proposed Amendment 

PART 71 —[AMENDED] 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me. the Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) proposes to 
amend Part 71 of the FAR (14 CFR Part 
71) as follows: 

1. The authority citation for Part 71 
continues tq read os follows: 

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1348(a). 1354(a). 1510; 
Executive Order 10654; 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 
(Revised Pub. L 97-449. January 12,1983); 14 
CFR 11.60. 

§ 71.181 [Amended) 

2. By amending 5 71.181 os follows: 
West Plains, Missouri 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 7 mile radius 
of the West Plains Municipal Airport (latitude 
38*52*43’’N, longitude W540e~W), within 3 
miles each side of the W'est Plains NDB 
(UNO) (latitude 36 # 52'42"N. longitude 
91*54 02"W) 185* bearing extending from the 
7 mile radius to 8.5 miles south of the Weal 
Plains NDB. 

Issued in Kansas City. Missouri on October 
11.1985. 

Jerold M. Chavkln. 

Acting Director. Centra/ Region. 

|FR Doc. 85-25061 Filed 10-21-85:8:45 nm| 

KLUMO COOC 4910- 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

17 CFR Part 240 

I Release No. 33-6607; 34-22510; 1014749; 
File No. S7-45-85I 

Prohibition Against Trading by 
Persons Interested in a Distribution 

agency: Securities and Exchange 
Commission. 

action: Proposed rulemaking. 


summary: The Commission is proposing 
for public comment amendments to Rule 
10b-6 under the Securities Exchange Act 
of 1934 which proscribes certain conduct 
by persons who are participating in a 
distribution of securities. If adopted, the 
amendments would: permit underwriters 
and broker-dealers involved in a 
distribution of securities to engage in 
solicited brokerage transactions until 
two or nine business days before offers 
or sales of the securities being 
distributed; define the applicability of 
the rule to certain persons who are 
affiliated with underwriters, brokers, 
dealers, or others participating in a 
distribution; reduce the restrictions on 
the exercise of standardized call options 
by distribution participants; and provide 
a parallel formulation of the cooling-off 
periods within Exceptions (xi) and (xii) 
of the Rule. Additionally, the 
amendments would modify the Rule's 
preamble to more fully reflect the 
authority for the provisions of the Rule, 
and codify the Commission’s position 
that a distribution participant may rely 
on the Rule's exceptions only if the 
contemplated transactions are not made 
for manipulative purposes. 

oate; Comments should be submitted 
on or before December 23,1985. 

addresses: Interested persons should 
submit six copies of their written data, 
views, and opinions to John Wheeler, 
Secretory, Securities and Exchange 
Commission, 450 Fifth Street. NVV., 
Washington. D.C. 20549 and should refer 
to File No. S7-45-85. All submissions 
will be made available for public 
inspection at the Commission's Public 
Reference Section, Room 1024. 450 Fifth 
Street. N.W., Washington. D.C. 20549. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Nancy J. Burke or Stephen M. Piper at 
202-272-2848. Office of Legal Policy and 
Trading Practices. Division of Market 
Regulation, Securities and Exchange 
Commission, 450 Fifth Street, NW.. 
Washington. D C. 20549. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION! 

I Background and Summary of 
Amendments 

The Securities and Exchange 
Commission is publishing for public 
comment amendments to Rule I0b-G 
(“Rule 10b-6“ or “Rule”) 1 under the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 
(“Exchange Act’VThe proposed 
amendments cover certain issues left 
open by the Commission during its 
comprehensive review and revision of 
Rule 10b-8 in 1983,* including solicited 
brokerage transactions; bids and 
purchases by affiliates of underwriters, 
brokers, dealers, and other persons 
participating in a distribution: and the 
exercise of exchange-traded call 
options. The proposed amendments also 
would codify the Commission's position 
that the Rule’s exceptions may be relied 
upon only if the contemplated 
transaction does not have a 
manipulative purpose, and would 
conform the formulation of the cooling- 
off periods within paragraphs (a)(3)(xi) 
and (xii) of the Rule. 4 

Rule 10b-6 is an anti-manipulative 
rule that, subject to certain exceptions, 
prohibits persons who are engaged in a 
distribution of securities from bidding 
for or purchasing, or inducing other 
persons to bid for or purchase, such 
securities, any security of the same class 
and series as those securities, or any 
right to purchase any such security, until 
they have completed their participation 
in the distribution. The purpose of the 
Rule is to prevent participants In a 
distribution from artificially 
conditioning the market for the 
securities in order to facilitate the 
distribution. The Rule is designed to 
protect the integrity of the securities 
trading market as an independent 
pricing mechanism and thereby enhance 
investor confidence in the marketplace. 

T he Rule contains thirteen exceptions to 
its general prohibitions which are 
designed to facilitate an orderly 
distribution of securities or limit 
disruption in the trading market for the 
securities being distributed. 

Rule 10b-e was adopted in 1955 * and 
in large mea sure codified principles 

1 1? CFR 2t0.10b-6 
’ 15 ll.S.C 7Bo et &C(j, 

’SecuritJe* Exchange Act Release Nu. 19565 
IMarch 4.1083). 27 SEC Docket 056 (March 22. 1983). 
4e PR 10028 (March 14. 1983), 

i ^ ET*j?40and (Mi) rEoctptkn 
(Kir and Exception (xii)," respectively). 

*Srcurttkr« Exchange Act Release No. SltN (|uJy 
?! 195& 1 See ahoSe cun lie t ExchAngc Act Release 
Noe. 2040 (May is. 1954) (publishing proposals for 
comment) and Sl» (April 19 .1955) (publishing 
revised proposals foe comment) 


established in prior administrative 
interpretations and proceedings 
concerning trading activity in 
connection with distributions of 
securities. • Since its adoption. Rule 1Gb- 
6 has been and continues to be an 
important means of ensuring that the 
marketplace is free from manipulative 
activities during a distribution of 
securities. In 1983 the Commission 
adopted comprehensive amendments 
{'T983 Amendments ”) 1 that were 
designed to accommodate the Rule, to 
the extent consistent with its anti- 
manipulative purposes, to the significant 
changes in the structure and operation 
of the securities markets, in offering 
techniques, and in business needs and 
practices that had occurred since the 
Rule's adoption. In this regard, the 
Commission revised the Rule to permit 
underwriters and dealers to continue 
solicited principal purchases until 
specified periods before the 
commencement of offers or sales in the 
distribution “and adopted a 
corresponding exception for such 
purchases by issuers, selling 
shareholders, and their “affiliated 
purchasers.” • A new exception to the 
Rules was created for transactions in 
investment grade nonconvertible debt or 
preferred securities. 10 Also, the 1983 
Amendments defined the term 
“distribution” for purposes of Rule 10b- 
6 11 and mode revisions to several of the 
Rule’s exceptions. Many of these 
amendments codified staff 
interpretations and Commission 
decisions, and significantly reduced the 
necessity for persons subject to the Rule 
to seek interpretative adiice or 
exemptive relief. 

Although the Commission's 
examination of the Rules at that time 


•Sen. Securities Exchange Ac! Release No*. 
3505 and 9506 (November 18. 1943] (Opinion# of (he 
Director of the Comnuxtturf • Trading and Exchange 
Diviiion relating to the application of the anti 
mnrripulsriv* and antifraad provision* of the 
Exchange Act and the Security Act of 1933. IS 
U.S.C. 77a etaeq (’ Securittas Act”), to the 
purchasing activities of distribution participants 
during a distribution of securities). 

’Securities Exchange Act Release No. 19563 
(March 4.1963). 27 SEC Docket 656 (March 22.1993). 
48 FR 10628 (March 14.1983) ( T983 Adopting 
Release *). See aJeo Securities Exchange Act Release 
No 18&26 (March 3.1962). 24 SEC Docket 1420 
(March 1* 1982). 47 FR 11482 (March 16 1982) 
(publishing proposed ameodmro4i foe comment) 
(*T982 Proposing Release”). 

•See Exception (xi). 

p See Exception fxll). The amendments also added 
a definition of’‘affiliated purchaser'* to specify 
theme persons who would be subject to the Ride by 
virtue of tbetr relationship with the issuer or other 
person o n wh ose behalf the distribution was being 
made. 17CFR 24<M0b-6(cH6) 

*Sm 17 CFR 240.10b-6(a](3)(xiH) ("Exception 

(xUir). 

"See 17 CFR 240 l0b-6(cH5). 
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was wide-ranging and the resulting 
amendments comprehensive, there were 
several areas in which the Commission 
indicated that further experience, 
comment, and study were warranted 
before additional amendments to the 
Rule should be considered. These areas 
included solicited brokerage 
transactions, the application of the Rule 
to affiliates of underwriters, brokers, 
and dealers, and the exercise of 
exchange-traded call options. Since the 
adoption of the 1983 Amendments, o 
number of persons have responded to 
the Commission's request for views and 
data on the operation of the Rule, and 
have suggested further modifications to 
the Rule. 

The Commission has had the 
opportunity to further examine Rule 
10b-8. gain experience with the 
operation and impact of the 1983 
Amendments, and evaluate further 
developments in the securities markets. 
The Commission believe that certain 
additional amendments to the Rule are 
appropriate at this time. The 
amendments proposed today would: 
—Relax the current restrictions on the 
ability of distribution participants to 
engage in solicited brokerage 
transactions: 

—Define the applicability of the Rule to 
affiliates of distribution participants; 
and 

—Expand the circumstances in which 
distribution participants could 
exercise call options overlying the 
securities that are the subject of the 
distribution. 

In addition, the Commission is 
proposing two clarifying amendments to 
the Rule. These amendments w'ould: 

—Modify the Rule’s preamble to more 
fully reflect the authority for the 
provisions of the Rule, and codify the 
Commission's position that the Rule's 
exceptions may be relied upon only if 
the contemplated activity is not for 
the purpose of creating actual, or 
apparent active trading in or raising 
or maintaining the price of the 
security; and 

—Revise the formulation of the cooling- 
off periods in Exceptions (xi) and (xii) 
with respect to securities not 
qualifying for the business day 
cooling-off period. 

II. Discussion of Proposed Amendments 

A. Solicited Brokerage 

1 • Background and Proposals. Rule 
10b-6 prohibits a participant in a 
distribution from bidding for or 
purchasing, or inducing any other person 
to purchase, the security that is the 
subject of the distribution, or any 
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related security (/>.. any security of the 
some class and series, or any right to 
purchase any such security) from the 
time such person becomes a participant 
in the distribution until the distribution 
has been compeleted.^The Rule thus 
prohibits a participating broker-dealer 
from soliciting brokerage transactions 
throughout the distribution period. Such 
transactions are referred to as solicited 
brokerage. w 

In the 1983 Adopting Release, the 
Commission stated that, while it 
declined at that time to follow the 
suggestions of some commentators on 
this issue, the Commission would 
consider whether there were any 
circumstances under which broker- 
dealers should be permitted under Rule 
10b-8 to effect solicited brokerage 
transactions before commencement of 
offers and sales in a distribution. 14 

Various persons subsequently have 
urged the Commission to regulate 
solicited brokerage in the same manner 
as principal transactions. 14 Such persons 
maintain that, in that normal course of 
business, solicited brokerage 
transactions generally do not present 
any significantly greater potential for 
manipulative abuse than solicited 
principal transactions. 14 The 


11 Pursuant to 17 CFR 240 10b-<Ra)(3l(vl). the 
distribution participant can toduce persons to 
purchase the securities that air actually being 
distributed 

11 In contrast. 17 CFR 240 IOb-6(ii)(3Mv ) 
("Exception (v)). presently permits a broker-dealer 
to engage in unsolicited brokerage activities, 
where a customer initiate* a securities transaction 
In the absence of any Inducement by the broker- 
dealer. throughout the distribution period. It should 
be noted that where cither side of a brokerage 
transaction Is unsolicited, a broker may aolicil the 
other side and still rely on Exception (v). For 
example, where a seller approaches a broker with 
an unsolicited order to sell securities, the broker 
may solicit ■ customer to purchase such securities 
under Exception (%) Similarly the solicitation of a 
seU order is permitted if the broker first receives an 
unsolicited order to purchase securities. See 1063 
Adopting Release. 46 FK at 10637 n 52. 

M 1063 Adopting Release. 40 FR at 10637. 

u See. Letter to Richard C. Ketchum. 

Director. Division of Market Regulation, Securities 
and Exchange Commission, from Willtnm R 
Harmon, Chairman. Federal Regulation Committee. 
Securities Industry Association (December 17,1064), 
which ia publicly Available in File No. S7-45-65. 

Exception (xi) to Rule lOb-6 allows an 
underwriter, prospective underwriter, or dealer 
participating in a distribution to. among other 
things; (1) Effort solicited principal transactions 
prior to a specified cooling-off period before the 
commencement of offers or sales in the distribution: 
and (2) effect unsolicited principal purchases prior 
to the commencement of offers and sale* in the 
distribution. The exception reflects the desirability 
of maintaining depth and liquidity in the market for 
the issuer's securities to the maximum extent 
possible consistent with the anti-manipulative 
objectives of the Rule. 

'•The Commission notes, however, that solicited 
brokerage activities prior to the commencement of 
offers and sates In a distribution may raise 


Commission's differentiation between 
principal and solicited brokerage 
transactions has been based primarily 
on two factors. First, principal 
transactions generally involve the 
assumption of some market risk by the 
broker-dealer which may place limits on 
the degree to which the broker-dealer 
can engage in such activity. Second, 
many principal transactions of broker- 
dealers reflect market making and block 
positioning activity which provides 
substantial benefits in the form of 
market liquidity. Commentators have 
argued, however, that, although 
brokerage transactions do not involve 
use of the broker-dealer's capital or 
inventory, the solicited customer must 
make an independent, affirmative 
decision to buy the recommended 
security. It has been asserted that if a 
customer responds favorably to a 
broker's solicitation, the securities 
transaction generally will occur 
immediately following or shortly after 
the solicitation. Therefore, the cooling- 
off periods that apply to principal 
transactions also would be appropriate 
to discourage manipulative activity and 
dissipate the effects of market activity 
by distribution participants in the 
context of solicited brokerage. 

In light of these considerations, the 
Commission believes that the premises 
underlying the adoption of the two and 
nine 17 business day cooling-off periods 
for principal purchases in Exception (xi) 
(A) be compatible with permitting 
solicited brokerage with the same 
cooling-off periods, since the market 
impact of solicited brokerage 
transactions should dissipate within the 
cooling-off periods prescribed in 
Exception (xi). ,# The Commission 
therefore is proposing to relax the 
restrictions on solicited brokerage by 
amending Exception (v) to permit a 
broker-dealer participating in the 
distribution to engage in solicited 
brokerage (1) in the case of securities 
qualified under paragraph (a)(3)(xi](A) 
of the Rule, prior to the later of two 


questions under section 5 of the Securities Act. IS 
U.S.C. 77*. Set 1963 Adopting Release. 46 FR at 
10637. 

,f Although this cooling-off period currently is 
formulated in terms of ten business days, the 
Commission ia proposing to modify the formulation 
In recognition of the fad that the cooling-off period 
actually is nine business days. Set Section H E 
infra. In this release, therefore, the cooling-off 
period will be referred to as the "nine business day'* 
period. 

19 Once a customer ia solid led. any subsequent 
order he enters to purchase the particular security ia 
considered a solicited brokerage transaction for 
purposes of the Rule Thus, under the proposal 
announced heroin, a broker-dealer participating In a 
distribution could not solicit a transaction or 
execute an order baaed on a prior solidtetlan during 
the applicable proposed cooling-off period. 


business days before the 
commencement of offers or sales of the 
securities to be distributed or the time 
such person becomes a participant in 
the distribution, and (2) in the case of 
other securities, prior to the later of nine 
business days before the 
commencement of offers or sales of the 
securities to be distributed or the time 
such person becomes a participant in 
the distribution. 1 • 

2. Continuing Agreements. In the 1983 
Adopting Release, the Commission 
reiterated its view that a broker-dealer 
with a continuing agreement 70 with an 
issuer to sell, from time to time, 
securities that are registered on the shelf 
pursuant to Rule 415 under the 
Securities Act would be required to be 
out of the market during the entire 
cooling-off period before any offers or 
sales of the security being distributed. 71 


19 The Issuance of certain research reports may 
constitute inducements to purchase. The 
Commission, however has recently clarified that, in 
most circumstances, research reports that conform 
to Rule 139 under the Securities Act of 1933,17 CFR 
230-139, will not constitute prohibited inducements 
to purchase for purposes of Rule 10t>-8 
("permissible research reporta"). Set Securities Act 
Release No. 6550 (September 19.1984). 49 FR 37369. 
37572 * n 25 (September 24.1964). 31 SEC Docket 
5S9. 562 h n 25 (October 2.1965) ("Rule 139 
Release"). The Commisaion does not intend these 
proposed amendments to alter the research report 
interpretation. 

The Rule 139 Release indicated that 
dissemination of permissible research reports might 
involve a solicited brokerage transaction, eg., tf 
such research it directed to particular customers by 
the broker-dealer's sales personnel, and thus be 
outside the scope of Exception (v). Under the 
proposed amendment to Exception (v). such 
customer-directed permissible research reports 
could be disseminated up until the specified cooling- 
off period, although customer orders resulting from 
such research dissemination could not be executed 
during the cooling-off period. See n.18 supra 

As is made clear by the proposed amendment to 
paragraph (aH3) of the Rule, see Section II.D. infra. 
the proposed exception for solicited brokerage is 
not available for tninaactions that are engaged in 
for manipulative purposes. Moreover, under Rule 
15c 1-6 under the Exchange Act. 17 CFR 24015cl-6. 
the broker-dealer must notify the customer tn 
writing of Its Interest in the distribution of the 
security that it is recommending that I he customer 
buy in the open market. If the proposed relaxation 
of the restrictions on solicited brokerage were 
adopted, that rule would provide another safeguard 
on the potential for manipulative abuse of solicited 
brokerage prior to a cooling-off before the 
commencement of actual offers and sales in the 
distribution. 

••Generally, a broker-dealer that agrees with the 
lisuer to participate in all offerings, or In all of a 
particular type of offering, of shelf registered 
securities, tee Rule 415,17 CFR 230.415. under the 
Securities Act is considered to have a "continuing 
agreement" with the issuer and to be a participant 
In alt offerings of the type for which it has such an 
agreement with the issuer. 1963 Adopting Release. 
46 FR at 10636. 

91 1963 Adopting Release. 46 FR at 10635-36. 
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The Commission observed that because 
of the close and continuing relationship 
between the issuer and the broker- 
di-Hier regarding various aspects of the 
offering, and the certainty of its 
participation in the offering, a broker* * *• 
dealer with a continuing agreement may 
have an incentive to condition the 
market to facilitate the distribution. 
Broker-dealers with continuing 
agreements were deemed to be 
distribution participants throughout the 
period of the shelf, and thus would be 
subject to the Rules prohibitions on 
solicited brokerage throughout the term 
of the shelf. Because this position 
potentially created some hardship for 
broker-dealers with continuing 
agreements, the Commission announced 
that the staff would not recommend that 
the Commission take enforcement action 
if broker-dealers with continuing 
agreements engage in solicited 
brokerage transactions ten or more 
business days before commencement of 
offers or sales of shelf-registered 
securities in the case of any offers or 
sales made subsequent to an initial 
offering pursuant to an effective shelf 
registration.” 

At this time, the staff docs not 
propose to modify this no-action 
position. However, if the proposed 
amendment to Exception (v) were 
adopted, the cooling-off periods 
applicable to solicited brokerage also 
would apply in the context of offers and 
sales off of a shelf. 50 The Commission 
invites commentators to address the 
impact of the present and proposed 
formulations of the Rule on underwriters 
with continuing agreements and, in 
particular, the extent to which such 
underwriters are prevented in practice 
from enguging in solicited brokerage 
transactions. 

B. Affiliates of Distribution Participants 

1 . Background and Discussion. Rule 
10b-6 applies to the issuer or other 
Iverson on whose behalf a distribution is 
being made, the underwriter, any 
prospective underwriter, and any 
broker, dealer, or other person who is 
participating or has agreed to participate 
in such a distribution. Before the 
adoption of the 1983 Amendments, Rule 


” Adopting R«441 FR at 10S3S 
Since a broker-dealer with a continuing 
flsrrcmonl remains « participant tn the distribution 
l.ifotighout the shelf period, it would be prohibited 
from engaging in solicited brokerage during the 
r ritire cooling-off period. This restriction is 
insistent with the Commission's position with 
respect to the Application of Exception (xij cooling 
"11 periods to broker-dealers with continuing 
*lt*N!mrnta. See I«B3 Adopting Release. 45 FR at 
t«07-3a 


10b-8 applied as well to all affiliates of 
the foregoing persons. 14 

The 1983 Amendments narrowed the 
Rule's coverage from the perspective of 
the issuer and selling shareholder by 
adding the "affiliated purchaser" 
concept to paragraph (a)(2) and defining 
that term in paragraph (c)(6) of the 
Rule. 14 Exception (xii) also was added to 
Rule 10b-6 and allows purchasers of 
covered securities as principal by the 
issuer, selling shareholder, or the 
affiliated purchasers of such issuer or 
selling shareholder, prior to a specified 
cooling-off period before the 
commencement of actual offers or sales 
in the distribution.” In proposing these 
revisions, the Commission noted that the 
definition of affiliated purchaser 
"reflects the view that purchases by 
affiliates who are acting in concert with 
the issuer or who control the issuer's 
purchasing determinations may present 
more potential for manipulative activity 
than purchases by other affiliates." 91 

When the 1963 Amendments were 
adopted, however, the Commission 
declined to narrow the affiliate concept 
as it applied to underwriters, 
prospective underwriters, brokers, and 
dealers participating in the distribution 
of securities. 1 * Moreover, the 
Commission has not addressed the 
extent to which affiliates of a "person 
who has agreed to participate or who is 
participating" 1 * in a distribution should 
remain subject to the Rule. 10 As a result. 


14 1063 Adopting Release. 4S FR at ItXQt 

*17 CFR 24010b-S(c|{6) define* 
purchaser" as. 

tO A paraovt acting in concert with thr issuer or 
other poraon on whose behalf the distribution is 
being made in connection with the acquisition or 
distribution of the issuer* securities, or 
(U) An affiliate who, directly or Indirectly, 
contraia the purchases by the issuer or other person 
of the issuer * sccumus*. whose purchase* are 
controlled by the issuer or each other person, or 
whoee purchases are under common control with 
those of the issuer or such other person. 

M Prior to the adoption of Exception (Mi), issuer*, 
selling shareholder*, and their affiliates were 
prohibited throughout the distribution from 
purchasing the securities being distributed or any 
related security 

” \mz Proposing Release. 4? FR at 11465 
“ UW3 Adapting Release, 46 FR at 10633. 

*• 17 CFR 240.10b~6{<t)(3j. 

5fl To determine whether cartaUi persons were 
covered by Rule 10b-6 owing to their relationship as 
an affiliate of an underwriter, prospective 
underwriter, broker, dealer, or other person who 
agrees to participate or does participate in a 
distribution ( participants 'k the staff has looked to 
whether a person was acting In concert with, or 
controlled, was controlled by. or was under 
common control with, a participant In addition, the 
prohibitions of the Rule have been considered 
applicable to any other person sharing • special 
relationship with a participant, or who has a 
material financial interest in the success of the 
distribution, which would provide that person with 
an Incentive lo condition the market to facilitate the 
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all affiliates of those persons 
(collectively, "participants") remain 
subject to the restrictions of the Rule. 

Within the past several years, 
complex corporate structures have 
resulted from the concentration of the 
financial services industry, and the 
industry continues to develop in ways 
that are often unpredictable. Moreover, 
a growing number of firms offer 
diversified financial and other services, 
often through separate but affiliated 
entities. For example, brokerage firms 
may have affiliates engaged in such 
unrelated businesses as merchandizing 
and real estate. Many of these affiliates 
may have little or no ability or incentive 
to condition the market lo facilitate a 
distribution by the broker-dealer, and. in 
some instances, may have interests 
contrary’ to those of the broker-dealer 
affiliate. 

in the 1983 Adopting Release, the 
Commission invited comments and 
suggestions with respect to revising the 
Rule to define more precisely Its 
application to affiliates of 
participants.* 1 Two correspondents 
have addressed this issue. One 
correspondent suggested that the 
Commission adopt the concept of 
"affiliated purchaser" used in Rule 10b- 
(c)(6) whereby an affiliate of a 
participant would be subject to the Rule 
if the affiliate (i) acted in concert with 
the participant, or (ii) the participant or 
the affiliate controlled the other's 
purchases or their purchasing activity 
was under common control. 81 The other 
correspondent recommended that only 
those affiliates acting in concert with a 
participant should be subject to the Rulo 
and also indicated support for the 
affiliated purchaser approach under the 
Exchange Act 81 

The Commission, however, does hot 
believe that the present "affiliated 
purchaser" definition in Rule 10b-6(c)(8) 
is sufficiently comprehensive in the 
participant context, because it may not 
capture all those persons with the 
means and incentive to facilitate a 
distribution of securities. Of primary 
concern to the Commission ore entities 
that have a special ability to facilitate a 


distribution uf thr ottered security £## IBS* 
Adopting Release. 46 FR at 10632 nj& 

11 1WU Adopting Release. 46 FR at 10633 
M Latter of John SJL Shad. Chairman. Securities 
and Exchange Commission. from Saul S. Cohen. 
Chairman. Federal Regulation Committee. Securities 
Industry AasocUtiun (August 31.1SS3). which is 
publicly available in Fite Na ST-921. 

*• Letter to George A. Fitzsimmons. Secretary. 
Securities and Exchange Commission, from Edmund 
H. Kerr. Chairman. Commltier on Securities 
Regulation The Association of the Bar of the City of 
New York (July ft 1663). which is pubhety available 
in File No ST-921. 
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distribution in which an affiliate is 
participating because the entity is itself 
engaged in the securities business. 
Entities such as brokers, dealers, 
investment advisers, and investment 
companies could facilitate an affiliate's 
distribution by purchasing the securities 
for their own accounts or for their 
customers' accounts, or by 
recommending that their customers 
purchase the securities. Such an entity 
may have an incentive to facilitate the 
affiliate's distribution even if such entity 
is not acting in concert with the affiliate, 
and even if such entity's purchases are 
not controlling, controlled by, or under 
common control with, those of the 
affiliate engaged in the distribution. 

For example, the purchasing activities 
of an asset management affiliate of a 
participant might not be under common 
control with those of the participant, 
and the affiliate might not be acting in 
concert with the distribution participant, 
but the affiliate might nevertheless have 
an incentive to facilitate the offering if 
many of its accounts are obtained by 
referral from the participant. Similarly, if 
an investment advisory affiliate 
indirectly shares in the economic 
success of ari affiliated participant, 
through, for example, a profit sharing 
plan, the investment company may have 
the incentive to facilitate the 
distribution by the participant by 
purchasing the subject securities on the 
basis of a purportedly independent 
Investment decision.* 4 


M Thr Commission also note* that the New York 
Stock Exchange (’NYSE* ) end the American Stock 
Exchange ("Amex~) have proponed rule change* to 
permit broker-dealers to become affiliated with 
specialists on those exchange*. Securities Exchange 
Act Release No 22386 (September 11.1965). SO FR 
37925, 33 SEC Docket 1635; Securities Exchange Act 
Release No. 22183 (June 28. 1985). 50 FR 27875 (July 
S. 1985). 33 SEC Docket 909 (July 16.1965) iFils No 
SR~NYSE~65-2SJ; Securities Exchange Act Release 
No. 21916 (April 2.1965), 50 KR 14058 (April 9.1965). 
32 SEC Docket H39 (April 16,1985) (File No SK- 
Amex-85-ll. The exchange* have proposed that, in 
order to address conflict of interest concern*, u 
“Chinese Wall" would be established between the 
broker-dealer and the specialist affiliate. If the 
broker-dealer were participating in an underwriting 
of securities for which the affiliate acts aa 
specialist, however, the specialist would be required 
to “hand off the book’* to a substitute specialist 
from the beginning of the Rule 10b-6 cooling-off 
period until the completion of the distribution. 

While the Commission ia expressing no opinion as 
to the merits of the proposed rule changes, the 
suggested approach appears to be a recognition by 
the securities industry of the staff's position that 
certain affiliations are inherently problematic with 
respect to compliance with Rule IOb-6, even where 
the affiliate s bidding or purchasing activity ts not 
performed in concert with, or under the control of, 
the broker-dealer. 


The Commission believes that the 
same analysis applies with equal force 
to issuers and selling shareholders. 

Issuer and selling shareholder affiliates 
that are engaged in the securities 
business have the same immediate and 
efficient access to the securities markets 
as participant affiliates do. These issuer 
and selling shareholder affiliates may 
have an incentive to facilitate a 
distribution by the issuer or selling 
shareholder even though the affiliate is 
not acting in concert nor are the 
affiliate's purchases controlling, 
controlled by. or under common control 
with those of the issuer or selling 
shareholder. For example, if a 
merchandise retailer were engaged in a 
distribution of its securities, a number of 
its affiliates might have an incentive to 
facilitate the distribution. Those 
affiliates, such as broker-dealers and 
insurance companies, that, as a regular 
part of their business, engage in 
securities transactions, may employ 
their securities market access and 
resources in a manipulative manner. 
Therefore, the current affiliated 
purchaser definition (which applies only 
to issuers and selling shareholders) 
would be modified and incorporated 
into the proposed definition of affiliated 
purchased applicable to all distribution 
participants. 

2 , Proposed Amendment. The 
Commission therefore proposes to adopt 
an amendment to Rule 10b-8 that would 
limit the strictures of the Rule as it 
applies to a distribution participant ** 
who is an underwriter, prospective 
underwriter, dealer, broker, or other 
person who has agreed to participate or 
is participating in the distribution, and 
would make the Rule applicable in a 
parallel manner to affiliates of die issuer 
or other person on whose behalf the 
distribution is being made. The Rule as 
proposed to be amended would apply to 
any person who (a) directly or indirectly 
acts in concert with a distribution 
participant, (b) is an affiliate that, 
directly or indirectly, controls the 
purchases by a distribution participant, 
whose purchases are controlled by a 
distribution participant, or whose 
purchases are under common control 
with those of a distribution participant, 
(c) is an affiliated broker, dealer, 
investment company, or investment 
adviser, or (d) is an affiliate that 
otherwise regularly purchases securities. 


“A definition of “distribution participant*’ would 
be added to the Rule that would encompass (a) the 
issuer or other person on whose behalf the 
distribution is being made- end (b) an underwriter, 
prospective underwriter. dealer, broker, end any 
other person who h*« agreed to participate or is 
participating in the distribution. 


through a broker-dealer or otherwise, for 
its own account or for the account of 
others, or recommends or exercises 
investment discretion with respect to the 
purchase or sale of securities.** 

The Rule as proposed to be amended 
would be applicable to a substantially 
reduced class of distribution participant 
affiliates. Assuming that they were not 
acting in concert with a distribution 
participant, affiliates that are involved 
in leasing, realty sales and management, 
sale of consumer durables, or other 
businesses that do not regularly involve 
participation in securities transactions, 
would not be subject to the Rule’s 
restrictions. Although such affiliates 
may have some incentive to facilitate a 
distribution, they do not have the 
immediate and effective means to do so 
because they are not involved in the 
securities business. 

The proposed amendment, however, 
would include within the Rule's 
coverage distribution participant 
affiliates that are registered with the 
Commission as broker-dealers, 
investment companies, or investment 
advisers. Other affiliates that regularly 
engage in securities transactions, but. 
for certain reasons, are not registered 
with the Commission, also would be 
included within the proposed definition 
of affiliated purchaser, since such 
affiliates have the means and may have 
the incentive to faciliate a distribution 
involving the distribution participant. 
This category of affiliated purchasers 
would include, for example, Insurance 
companies, banks, and hedge funds. 

In summary, the proposed definition 
of affiliated purchaser would subject to 
the Rule: (1) Any person that acts in 
concert with a distribution participant in 
connection with the acquisition or 
distribution of the security which is the 
subject of the distribution (or any 
related security); (2) any affiliate whose 
purchases of such securities are 
controlling, controlled by, or under 
common control with the purchases of a 
distribution participant; and (3) with 
certain exceptions, any affiliate that 
regularly purchases securities for its 
own account or for the account of 
others, or recommends or exercises 
investment discretion with respect to the 
purchase or sale of securities. 

In some instances, an affiliate that 
falls within the coverage of the Rule 
may be able to show that, for certain 
reasons, it nevertheless should be free 


*Th« proposed amendment, however. would 
exclude any afMitate to categories (c) ond (d) abov* 

whose business consists of solely effecting 
transactions In “exempted securities’* as defined In 
section 3(*H12) of the Exchange Act. 
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to operate without regard to the Rule 
during periods when an affiliated entity 
is participating in a distribution. For 
example, an affiliate may able to show 
that its corporate structure results in its 
having no economic stake in the success 
or failure of the distribution participant, 
and that competing forces, such as 
fiduciary or other statutory obligations, 
effectively preclude it from facilitating 
the distribution. In these instances, the 
Commission would consider requests for 
exemptive relief on a case-by-case 
basis. 37 

C. Exercise of Cali Options 

h Background In the 1983 
Amendments, the Commission 
incorporated into Exceptions (xf) and 
(xii) a five business day cooling-off 
period for the exercise of exchange- 
traded call options on securities 
qualifying for the two business day 
cooling-off period under Exception 
(xi)(A) or (xii)(A) (“qualified 
securities 0 ). The imposition of a cooling- 
off period for the exercise of exchange- 
traded call options generally was 
criticized by commentators who claimed 
that the exercise of exchange-traded call 
options has a de minimis impact on the 
market for the underlying security. 
Moreover, they asserted that exercising 
call options would be an inefficient 
method of manipulating the market for 
the underlying security since it is not 
certain that a person who receives an 
exercise notice, even if he had an 
uncovered position, would purchase the 
securities in the market to deliver upon 
the exercise. 3 * The Commission 
nevertheless expressed its “continuing 
concern that some potential exists for 
manipulation" in that context. 3 *The 


” Shortly after the adoption of the 1983 
Amendments to Rule 10b-a, the Commission 
received a request for exrmptivc relief from an 
Investment adviser registered under the Investment 
Advisers Act of ItHO to allow tt to make for its 
discretionary managed accounts purchases of 
tecuritiet being distributed by an affiliated broker* 
dealer, and to recommend the purchase of the 
Maturities being distributed by the affiliated broker- 
draler. In order to gam experience with purchases 
by affiliates of a broker-dealer participating tn a 
distribution, the Division of Market Regulation, 
pursuant to delegated authority, granted an 
exemption tn the very* limited circumstances 
P*'« *etited by that case. This Is the only instance 
when It has been determined that In light of the 
relationship between the distribution participant 
•nd the affiliate the purchases and inducements to 
purchase did not appear to present any of the 
“buses that Rule UJb-6 was designed to prevent. 
Letter concerning Alliance Capital Management 
Corporation (June 24.1983|. 

*For example, delivery could be accomplished 
*ith borrowed securities. 

**Adopting Release. 48 FR at 10637. 


Commission's analysis focussed on the 
fact that some percentage of option 
writers are uncovered and when 
presented with an exercise notice will 
purchase securities in the market to 
cover the exercise. The exercise of call 
options by a distribution participant, 
therefore, could cause others to 
purchase in the market securities of the 
same class and series as those being 
distributed. As a result, such exercises 
would have the effect of inducing the 
option writer to purchase the securities 
being distributed. The inducement of 
such purchases in expressly prohibited 
by Rule 10b-6. As a result, the 
Commission determined that a five 
business day cooling-off period would 
minimize the probability that purchases 
resulting from options exercises will 
occur during the two business day 
cooling-off period for qualified 
securities. However, the Commission 
stated that it would “continue to 
consider whether exercise limits and 
general antifraud and anti-manipulative 
provisions make possible a further 
reduction of the cooling-off period or its 
eventual elimination." 40 

Following the adoption of the 1983 
Amendments, the Commission received 
suggestions that the Commission 
reconsider its decision to impose the 
five-day cooling-off period. 41 Proponents 
of shortening or eliminating the cooling- 
off period continue to maintain that the 
exercise of call options on a security has 
an uncertain and a de minimis impact 
on the market for the security, 
principally because most call options 
contracts are covered, that is, they are 
written against securities already 
owned, so that exercise notices do not 
create any need to purchase securities. 
Furthermore, it is claimed that 
uncovered writers frequently deliver 
borrowed securities when they are 
assigned exercise notices, thereby 
making the possibility of significant 
market impact even more remote. 

Others suggest that regulations such as 
position ond exercise limits. 43 coupled 
with the genera] antifraud rules under 
the Exchange Act, further reduce the 
manipulative potential of call option 
exercises, and provide an ample basis 


m td (footpote omitted). 

44 See the letters cited in nn.32 A 33 $upna 
“Position limits Impose a ceiling on the number 
of options contracts of each class on the same side 
of the market that can be held or written by an 
investor or group of investors acting in concert. 
Exercise limits prohibit the exercise by an investor 
or group of investors acting in concert of more than 
a specified number of puts or calls in a particular 
underlying security within five consecutive business 
days. Such limits are intended to prevent the 
establishment or exercise of large options poaittona 
that can be used to manipulate or disrupt the 
market in the underlying securities. 


for enforcement action if manipulation is 
attempted. 

The Commission continues to believe 
that the exercise of call options results 
in some market impact where option 
exercises are assigned to call options 
written on an uncovered basis, and 
where covered option writers purchase 
stock in the open market when they 
receive exercise notices. The 
Commission is continuing to consider 
the proper balancing of the possible 
manipulative potential inherent in the 
exercise of call options during a 
distribution against the burden imposed 
on underwriters and broker-dealers by 
limits on their ability to exercise 
proprietary options positions while 
participating in a distribution. As a 
result, the Commission is proposing two 
alternative approaches that would 
provide greater flexibility to distribution 
participants to exercise call options 
overlying qualified securities that are 
the subject of the distribution. 

2. Proposed Alternative Amendments 
With Respect to Call Option Exercises . 
Under the first alternative, the current 
five business day cooling-off period in 
Exceptions (xi) and (xii) would be 
eliminated, and the prohibition on the 
exercise of call options 43 for qualified 
securities would begin upon the 
commencement of offers or sales in the 
distribution. The second alternative 
would permit distribution participants to 
exercise call options throughout the 
distribution period where such call 
option positions w ere established prior 
to the time that the person became a 
distribution participant. 44 With respect 
to call option positions established after 
the time that the person became a 
distribution participant, the present five 
business day cooling-off period would 
be retained. 43 


“ Aa discussed below, the Commission also U 
proposing to substitute the term “standardised" for 
"exchange-traded" call options In the Rule 

44 This alternative also would require a 
companion amendment to Exception (vii) of tha 
Rule. 17 CFR 24010b-6(aK3Hvti). 

Aa discussed in the 1982 Proposing Release. 47 FR 
at1146S. 

A distribution commences at the point when ihe 
Incentive to engage in manipulative conduct is first 
present. Accordingly, with respect to the issuer, a 
distribution generally it deemed to commence at the 
time that a determination to go forward with the 
public offering is made. An underwriter is deemed 
to be a participant in a distribution from the time it 
reaches an agreement with the issue; with respect 
to a future public offering. 

“Of course, as reflected in the amendment 
discussed in Section II D mfro, neither the present 
exception nor the alternative proposed exceptions 
would be available where the options are exercised 
for manipulative purposes. 
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In addressing these alternative 
proposals, the Commission requests that 
commentators focus on the nature and 
extent of the market impact of the 
exercise of call options, supplying 
quantifiable data whenever possible. 44 
Commentators are also encouraged to 
supply details of any instance in which 
the current restriction on the exercise of 
call options resulted in economic 
detriment to a distribution participant. 47 
Finally, commentators should 
specifically consider whether recent 
increases in exercise and position 
limits 44 affect the manipulative 
potential of (he ability of distribution 
participants to exercise call options 
during a distribution, either under the 
present Rule or under the alternative 
proposed revisions. 44 

3. Standardized Cali Options . The 
Commission is proposing to change the 
term “exchange-traded call options* *• ' 
where that term presently is used 
throughout Rule 10b-8 to “standardized 
call options" to accommodate the 
advent of standardized over-the-counter 
(“OTC'J options trading. 40 This change 
will make clear that the provisions of 
Exceptions (xi) and (xii) will apply to 
options on qualified securities traded in 
the OTC market os well as to exchange- 
traded options on qualified securities. 

D. Clarification of the Authority for 
Rule 10l>-6 and the Availability of Rule 
Wb-6 Exceptions 

The provisions of the Rule hsve been 
adopted pursuant to the authority 
provided by Sections 2. 3,9(a)(6). 10(b), 
13(e). 15(c), and 23(a) of the Exchange 
Act.* 1 The adoption of the Rule under 


* At present, the Communion has insufficient 
data to determine the percentage of call option 
contracts th«t are covered, the percentage of 
covered writer* who deliver eecnntiee already 
owned, and the percentage of covered writer* who 
purchase or borrow securities to deliver upon 
receiving an option exercise notice. The 
Commission encourages commentator* to address 
these issues and to sopply quantifiable data to the 
extent that la it feasible to do so. 

•’The Commission notes that underwritings tend 
not to be scheduled near tha expiration data of 
related options, wtuch is the period when exercise 
is most economically viable. 

“See Securities Exchange Act Release No 21907 
(March 29.19651. 50 FR 13440 (April 4.19651. 32 SEC 
Docket 1422 (April 16.19651 

*• Inasmuch as a broker-dealer has full discretion 
over Its managed account*, the restrictions imposed 
under either alternative would be deemed to apply 
to such account* aa well Comments tort may wish 
to review Securities Exchange Act Release No 
17609 (March 6.19611.46 FR 16670 (March 13. 1961), 
22 SFJC Docket 394 (March 24.19611. concerning 
these matter*. See oi*o 1983 Adopting Release. 48 
FR at 10637 n 50. 

•• See. Securities Exchange Act Release No 
22028 lMay ft. 1965). 50 FR 20310 (May 1& 1965). 33 
SEC Docket IS (May 21.1985). 

*' 13 U.S.C. 76b. 7Be. 781(a)(6). 78j(b). 78 mid 
760(c). and 7llw(al. See. i?.g„ 1963 Adopting Release, 


these various provisions is a reflection 
of the Rule's broad purpose to protect 
the integrity of the securities trading 
market as a pricing mechanism free from 
the influence of the activities of 
distribution participants. 42 The current 
preamble to the Rule 43 refers only to 
Section 10(b) of the Exchange Act. In 
order to reflect more fully the authority 
for the Rule's provisions and the broad 
prophylactic scope of the Rule, the 
Commission proposes to modify the 
formulation of the preamble to provide 
that “it shall be unlawful" for persons 
covered by the Rule to engage in 
activities prohibited by the Rule. 44 

The present exceptions to the Rule 
were adopted because the Commission 
believed that the manipulative potential 
of the activity permitted by the 
exceptions was small, 44 and was 
generally outweighed by the beneficial 
effects to the securities markets of 
permitting the activity. That is not to 
say, however, that the manipulative 
potential is nonexistent. Persons who 
seek to manipulate the market for the 
securities in distribution, and thereby 
facilitate the distribution, may attempt 
to do so by engaging in activities 
included within the exceptions. The 
exceptions included within the Rule, 
however, do not provide “safe harbors" 
from charges of manipulation with 
respect to the transactions covered by 
the exceptions. Accordingly, if persons 
covered by the Rule engage in otherwise 
excepted transactions for the purpose of 
creating actual, or apparent, active 
trading in or raising or maintaining the 
price of the security in distribution, the 
exception* to the Rule are not available. 

At the present time, only Exceptions 
(xi) ond (xii) of the Rule explicitly 
provide that the transactions permitted 
by the Exceptions are expected from the 
Rule “if none of such (transactions] is 
for the purpose of creating actual or 


46 FR at 10630; Securities Exchange Act RtiU.M»ic No. 
5194 (July 5. 1955) 

11 Sue 1962 Proposing Release. 47 FR at 11483; Bee 
otto Piper v Chns Craft Indus,, Inc. 430 US 1. 43 
(1977). rehearing denied. 430 U £. 978 (1977): 
Fitzgerald. Da Arman h Roberts, Inc.. Securities 
Exchange Act Release No. 21137 (July 12.1984). 30 
SEC Dofckel 1376.1964 (July 24.1964). 

•• 17CFR240 10b-6(a). 

•• The proposed revision alto will reflect the 
Commission s intention to use its full authority 
under Section* 2.3, (JjaHS). 10(b). 13(e). 15(c). and 
23(a) of the Exchange Act. including the 
Commission's authority thereunder to adopt rule* 
that are “reasonably designed to prevent" 
fraudulent, deceptive* and manipulative acts and 
practices. See Sections 13(e)(1) and 15(c)(2), 15 
u se 78m(e20) «od ?Mc)(2). 

11 See, eg.. 1983 Adopting Release, 48 FR at 10631 
(Exception (xili) proposal “reflected the 
Commission's belief that the fungibiltly of certain 
investment grade debt securities makes 
manipulation of their price very difficult.") 


apparent, active trading in or raising the 
price of the security." As stated above 
with respect to the proposed 
amendments to permit solicited 
brokerage and the exercise of 
standardized cal) options under certain 
conditions, the proposed exceptions 
would not be available if the otherwise 
permitted activity were engaged in for 
manipulative purposes. 

The Commission believes that it 
would be beneficial to clarify within the 
Rule the circumstances under which the 
exceptions from the Rule are available. 
The proposed amendment to add the 
phrase “if not for the purpose of creating 
actual, or apparent, active trading in or 
raising or maintaining the price cf any 
such security" to the introductory 
portion of paragraph (a)(3) of the Rule 
would achieve that result. 44 

E. Reformulation of the Cooling-Off 
Periods of Exceptions (xi) and (xii) 

Exceptions (xi) and (xii) contain 
different formulations of the cooling-off 
periods for bids or purchases by 
distribution participants of (1) stock 
with a minimum price of five dollars per 
share and a minimum public float of 
400,000 shares (“qualified securities") 
and (2) other securities. With respect to 
qualified securities, Exception (xi)(A) 
permits bids and purchases “prior to the 
later of two business days before the 
commencement of offers or sales of the 
securities to be distributed or the time 
such person becomes a participant in 
the distribution." Exception (xii)(A) 
permits bids and purchases “prior to 
two business days before the 
commencement of offers or sales of the 
securities to be distributed." 47 With 
respect to other securities. Exception 
(xi)(C) permits bids and purchases “by 
the later of ten or more business days 
prior to the commencement of offers and 
sales of the securities to be distributed 
or the time that such person becomes a 
participant in the distribution." 
Exception (xii)(C) similarly permits bids 
and purchases “by ten or more business 
days before the commencement of offers 


*• The language to the same effect currently In 
Exceptions (xi) and (xii) would be deleted 
The proposed language will make il dear that 
transactions by distribution participants or their 
affiliated purchasers that are for the purpose of 
maintaining or stabilizing the price of the security in 
distribution are prohibited unless the stabilizing 
transactions comply with Rule 10b-7,17 OR 
240.10b-7 See section 9(uM6) of the Exchange Art. 

15 U.S.C 78i(aW6): SEC v, Scott Taylor ft Co. 183 F 
Supp 904 906 (S D N Y 1959): 17 CFR 240 10b- 
B|n)t3MviH) Cf. Securities Exchange Act Releow No. 
3505 (November 16.1943). 

” Exceptions (xi)(B) and (xllMB). which provide a 
cooling-off period with respect to the exercise of 
exchange-traded call options, are similarly worded 
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or sales of the securities to be 
distributed/* * 

As the Commission has noted 
previously, the formulation with respect 
to other securities in essence requires a 
cooling-off period of nine business 
days. 6 * The Commission believes that 
the current formulation of the cooling-off 
period in Exceptions (xi)(C) and (xii)(C) 
is archaic, inconsistent with the 
formulation of the other cooling-off 
periods in the Exceptions, and may be 
confusing to persons affected by the 
Rule. 69 

Accordingly, the Commission 
proposes to reformulate Exceptions 
(xi)(C) and (xii)(C) to conform them to 
the clearer language used in the other 
cooling-off periods in Exceptions (xij 
and (xii). 

III. Initial Regulatory* Flexibility 
Analysis 

This Initial Regulatory Flexibility 
Analysis has been prepared in 
accordance with the provisions of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 603). 
and concerns the effect of proposed 
amendments to Rule 10b-6 on small 
entities. At this time the Commission is 
unable to determine the costs to small 
entities of complying with the proposed 
amendments to Rule 10b-8. However, 
the Commission believes that, if there is 
a “significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities." 
this impact will not be adverse, since 
the primary thrust of the proposed 
amendments is to clarify the application 
of Rule 10b-8. codify existing 
Commission positions, and lessen the 
restrictions of Rule 10b-6 in a number of 
circumstances. Nevertheless, this 
analysis was prepared because of the 
uncertainty concerning the effects of the 
proposed amendments on small entities. 

A. Reasons for Proposed Action 

Rule 10b-6 is an anti-manipulative 
rule that, subject to certain exceptions, 
prohibits persons who are engaged in a 
distribution of securities from, directly 
or indirectly, bidding for or puchasing. 
or inducing other persons to purchase, 
such securities, any security of the same 
class and series as those securities, or 
any right to purchase any such security, 
until they have completed their 
participation in the distribution. The 
purpose of the Rule is to prevent 
participants in a distribution from 
artificially conditioning the market for 
the securities in order to facilitate the 


M 1983 Adopting Release. 48 FR at 10834 n29. 

* # The Commission understands that many 
•ecuntica practitioners refrr to the cooling off 
Period In Exceptions and (xilHC) as the -nine 
huii ness day period." 


distribution. The Rule is designed to 
protect the integrity of the securities 
trading market as an independent 
pricing mechanism and thereby enhance 
investor confidence in the marketplace. 

Rule 10b-6 was adopted In 1955 and in 
large measure codified principles 
established in prior administrative 
interpretations and proceedings 
concerning trading activity in 
connection with distribution securities. 
Since its adoption. Rule 10b-6 has been 
and continues to be an important means 
of ensuring that the marketplace is free 
from manipulative activities during a 
distribution of securities. In 1983 the 
Commission adopted comprehensive 
amendments that were designed to 
accommodate the Rule, to the extent 
consistent with its anti-manipulative 
purposes, to the significant changes in 
the structure and operation of the 
securities markets, in offering 
techniques, and in business needs and 
practices that had occurred since the 
Rule's adoption. 

The Commission has had the 
opportunity to further examine Rule 
10b-6, gain experience with the 
operation and impact of the 1983 
Amendments, and evaluate further 
developments in the securities markets. 
The Commission believes that certain 
additional amendments to the Rule are 
appropriate at this time. 

B. Objectives 

If adopted, these amendments would: 
permit underwriters and broker-dealers 
involved in a distribution of securities to 
engage in solicited brokerage 
transactions until two or nine business 
days before offers or sales of the 
securities being distributed; define the 
applicability ox the Rule to certain 
persons who are affiliated with issuers, 
underwriters, brokers, dealers, and 
others participating in a distribution; 
reduce the restrictions on the exercise of 
standardized call options by distribution 
participants; and provide a parallel 
formulation of the cooling-off periods 
within Exceptions (xi) and (xii) of the 
Rule. Additionally, the amendments 
would expand the Rule's preamble to 
more fully reflect the authority for the 
provisions of the Rule, and codify the 
Commission's position that a 
distribution participant may rely on the 
Rule's exceptions only if the 
contemplated transactions are not made 
for manipulative purposes. 

C. Legal Basis 

The proposed amendment would be 
promulgated pursuant to Sections 2. 3. 
9(a)(6), 10(b). (13(e), 15(c) and 23(a) of 
the Exchange Act (15 U.S.C. 78b. 78c, 
78i(a)(8), 78j(b). 78m(e). 78o, and 78w(a)). 


D. Small Entities Subject to the Rule 

The proposed amendments have the 
potential to affect all small businesses 
that anticipate a public offering, all 
small broker-dealers that participate in 
the distribution of securities, and some 
small organizations affiliated with these 
entities. Rule 157 under the Securities 
Act defines the terms "small business* 
and “small organization" as any issuer, 
other than an investment company, 
whose total assets on the last day of its 
most recent fiscal year were S3 million 
or less and that is engaged in small 
business financing, /.e.. any issuer that 
engages in or proposes to engage in the 
offer and sale of its securities that does 
not exceed the dollar limitations 
(currently $5 million) prescribed in 
section 3(b) of the Securities Act. Rule 
O-10(c) under the Exchange Act defines 
the term "small business" or "small 
organization" as a broker-dealer with 
total capital (net worth plus 
subordinated liabilities) of less than 
$500,000 on the date in the prior fiscal 
year as of which its audited financial 
statements were prepared pursuant to 17 
CFR 240,17a~5(d) or, if not required to 
file such statements, a broker or dealer 
that had total capital (net worth plus 
subordinated liabilities) of less than 
$500,000 on the last business day of the 
preceding fiscal year (or in the time that 
it has been in business, if shorter), and 
is not affiliated with any person (other 
than a natural person) that is not a small 
business or small organization. 

During 1984, about 600 small 
businesses engaged in public offerings 
of less than $5 million. During the same 
period, about 600 small broker-dealers 
participated in underwritings. The 
Commission is unable to determine the 
number of small entities which were 
affiliated with these small issuers and 
borker-dealers and which would have 
been affected by the proposed 
amendments had they been in place. At 
this time the Commission is unable to 
determine the costs to small entities of 
complying with the proposed 
amendments to Rule 10b-8. However, 
the Commission believes that, if there is 
a "significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities." 
any adverse impact is outweighed by 
the primary thrust of the proposed 
amendments, which is to clarify the 
application of Rule 10b-6. codify 
existing commission positions, and 
lessen the restrictions of Rule 10b-8 in a 
number of circumstances. 
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E. Reporting. Recordkeeping, and Other 
Compliance Requirements 

The proposed amendments would not 
impose any additional reporting, 
recordkeeping, or other compliance 
requirements. 

F. O\ f erlopping or Conflicting Federal 
Rules 

Rule 10b-6 supplements more general 
antifraud and antimanipulation 
provisions such as section 9(a)(2) and 
section 10(b) of the Exchange Act and 
Rule 10b-5 thereunder. There are no 
conflicting federal rules. 

G. Significant Alternatives 

The Regulatory Flexibility Act directs 
the Commission to consider significant 
alternatives to the proposal that would 
accomplish the stated objectives while 
minimizing any significant adverse 
economic impact on small entities. The 
Commission does not believe that the 
proposed amendments will have an 
adverse impact on small entities, since 
the primary thrust of the proposed 
amendments is as described above. The 
Commission considered alternative 
proposals, including those discussed 
below, but does not believe that such 
alternative approaches would be 
consistent with the Commission's 
statutory mandate of investor 
protection. 

The Commission considered whether 
the fiduciary obligations of certain 
affiliates of distribution participants are 
sufficient protection against 
manipulative activity and that, 
therefore, these affiliates should be 
excepted from the operation of Rule 
lGb-B. The Commission determined, 
however, that such an approach would 
not afford adequate protection for the 
very significant interests of investors in 
the integrity of the securities trading 
market. With respect to call options, the 
Commission considered and rejected a 
formulation of the cooling-off period for 
standardized options parallel to those 
provided within Exceptions (xi) and 
(xii). It is the Commission's belief that a 
two-day cooling-off period would be 
counter-productive since purchases of 
securities in response to such options 
exercises would be likely to occur 
contemporaneously with the 
commencement of offers and sales in the 
distribution of the underlying security. 
Instead, the Commission has proposed 
two alternatives in an effort to derive 
the formulation least burdensome to 
distribution participants consistent with 
the overriding considerations of investor 
protection. 


H. Conclusion 

The Commission encourages the 
submission of comments with respect to 
any aspect of this Initial Regulatory 
Flexibility Analysis. Based upon these 
preliminary evaluations of the possible 
compliance costs and effects upon 
competition and after receipt of any 
comments from interested persons, it 
may be appropriate to conclude that the 
proposal does not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. Comments 
received will be considered in the 
preparation, if required, of a Final 
Regulatory Flexibility Analysis, if the 
proposed rule amendments are adopted. 

IV. Solicitation of Comments 

All interested persons are invited to 
submit written data, views, and 
arguments concerning the foregoing, 
including the Initial Regulatory 
Flexibility Analysis. Persons desiring to 
make submissions should submit three 
copies thereof to John Wheeler. 
Secretary, Securities and Exchange 
Commission, 450 Fifth Street. N.W.. 
Washington. D.C. 20549. not later than 
December 23,1985. Reference should be 
made to File No. S7-45-85. All 
submissions, including any on the Initial 
Regulatory Flexibility Analysis, will be 
placed in File No. S7-45-85 and will be 
made available for public inspection at 
the Commission's Public Reference 
Section, Room 1024,450 Fifth Street, 
N.W., Washington. D.C. 20549. 

list of Subjects in 17 CFR Part 240 

Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements. Securities. Issuers. 
Broker-dealers, Fraud. 

V. Statutory Basis and Text of Proposed 
Amendments 

Pursuant to sections 2,3.9(a)(8), 10(b), 
13(e), 15(c) and 23(a) of the Exchange 
Act. 15 U.S.C. 78b, 78c, 78i(a). 78j(b), 
78m(e). 78o(c), 78w(a), the Commission 
proposes to amend }240.10b-6 of 
Chapter II of Title 17 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations to read as follows: 

Not*.—Arrows indicate text proposed to be 
added. Brackets indicate text proposed to be 
removed. 

PART 240— GENERAL RULES AND 
REGULATIONS, SECURITIES 
EXCHANGE ACT OF 1934 

1. The authority citation for Part 240 is 
amended by adding the following 
citation, and the authority citation 
following section 240.10b-6 in Part 240 is 
removed. 

Authority: Sec. 23,48 Stilt. 901. as 
amended. 15 U.S C. 78w. • * • { 240 10b-6 
also issued under secs. 2. 3. 9(a)(6). 10(b). 


13(e). 15(c): 15U S.C. 78b. 78c, ?Bi(a). 78j(b). 
78m|e). 78o(c) # * * 

2. By revising paragraphs (a) 
introductory text, (a)(1). (a)(3). 
introductory text, (a](3)(v). (a)(3)(vll), 
(a)(3)(xi). (a)(3j(xii), and (c)(8) of 
% 240.10b-8 to read as follows: 

5 240.106-6 Prohibition against trading by 
persona interested in a distribution. 

(a) It shod [constitute a 
"manipulative or deceptive device or 
contrivance" as used in section 10(b) of 
the ActJ ►be unlawful-* for any 
person. 

(1) Who is an underwriter or 
prospective underwriter in a particular 
distribution of securities, ►or who is an 
affiliated purchaser, as that term is 
defined in paragraph (c)(6) of this 
section,-* or 

* i t • • 

(3) Who is a broker, dealer, or other 
person who has agreed to participate or 
is participating in such a distribution, 
►or who is an affiliated purchaser of 
such broker, dealer, or other person, ns 
that term is defined in paragraph (c)(6) 
of this section,-* directly or indirectly, 
by the use of any means or 
instrumentality of interstate commerce, 
or of the mails, or of any facility of any 
national securities exchange, either 
alone or with one or more other persons, 
to bid for or purchase for any account in 
which he has a beneficial interest, any 
security which is the subject of such 
distribution, or any security of the same 
class and series, or any right to purchase 
any such security, or to attempt to 
induce any person to purchase any such 
security or right until after he has 
completed his participation in such 
distribution: Provided, however. That ►, 
if not engaged in for the purpose of 
creating actual, or apparent, active 
trading in or raising or maintaining the 
pride of any such security.-* this section 
shall not prohibit: 

• • • • • 

(v) Brokerage transactions^: 

(A) not involving solicitations of the 
customer's order, or 

(B) involving solicitation of the 
customer's order (f) In the case of 
securities qualified under paragraph 
(a)(3)(xi)(A) of this section, prior to the 
later of two business days before the 
commencement of offers or sales of the 
securities to be distributed or the time 
the broker-dealer becomes a participant 
in the distribution, or [2] in the case of 
other securites. prior to the later of nine 
business days before the 
commencement of offers or sales of die 
securities to be distributed or the time 
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the broker-dealer becomes a participant 
in the distribution;* or 
• • • • • 

Alternative A for Exceptions (xi) and 
(xii), paragraph (a)(3}(xi) and (xii); 

(xi) Bids or purchases by an 
underwriter, prospective underwriter, or 
dealer, ►or by on affiliated purchaser 
(as that term is defined in paragraph 
(c)(8) of this section).* [if none of such 
bids or purchases is for the purpose of 
creating actual, or apparent, active 
trading in or raising the price of the 
security, and] if ail such bids or 
purchases are made: 

(A) hi the case of stock with a 
mimmun price of five dollars per share 
and a minimum public float of 400,000 
shares, or any security of the same class 
and series as such stock, or any right to 
purchase any such security, except for 
the exercise of [exchange-traded] 

► standardized<4 call options, prior to 
the later of two business days before the 
commencement of offers or sales of the 
securities to be distributed or the time 
such person becomes a participant in 
the distribution, or 

(B) [In the case of the exercise of 
exchange-traded call options of 
securities qualified under paragraph 
(a)(3)(xi)(A) of this section, prior to the 
later of five business days before the 
commencement of offers or sales of the 
securities to be distributed or the time 
such person becomes a participant in 
the distribution, or (C)] in the case of 
other securities, [by the later of ten or 
more business days] ►prior to the Later 
of nine business days before** the 
commencement of offers or sales of the 
securities to be distributed or the time 
such person becomes a participant in 
the distribution, or 

|[D]^C*) In the case of unsolicited 
purchases, ►or the exercise of 
standardized call options of securities 
qualified under paragraph (a)(3)(xiJ(A) 
of this section.* prior to the later of the 
date of commencement of offers or sales 
of the securities to be distributed or the 
time such person becomes a participant 
in the distribution; or 

(xii) Bids or purchases by an issuer or 
other person on whose behalf a 
distribution is being made or by an 
uffiliated purchaser (as defined in 
paragraph (c)(0) of this section), [if 
none of such bids or purchases is made 
for the purpose of creating actual or 
apparent, active trading in or raising the 
price of the security, and] if all such 
bids or purchases are made: 

(A) in the case of stock with a 
minimum price of five dollars per share 
and minimum public float of 4004)00 
shares, or any security of the same class 
and series as such stock, or any right to 


purchase any such security, except for 
tiie exercise of [exchange-traded] 

► standardized* call options, pnor to 
two business days before 
commencement of offers or sales of the 
securities to be distributed, or 

(B) [In the case of the exercise of 
exchange-traded call options of 
securities qualified under paragraph 
(a)(3)(xii)(A) of this section, prior to five 
business days before the 
commencement of offers or sales of the 
securities to be distributed, or (C)] In 
the case of olther securities, [by ten or 
more business days] ►prior to nine 
business days before* the 
commencement of offers or sales of the 
securities to be distributed, 

l[l)]^C*) In the case of unsolicited 
purchases, ►or the exercise of 
standardized call options of securities 
qualified under paragraph (a)(3)(xii)(A) 
of this section.* prior to the date of 
commencement of offers or sales of the 
securities to be distributed, or 
• • • • • 

Alternative B for Exceptions (xi) and 
(xii). (paragraphs (a)(3)(xi) and (xii)), 
with companion proposed amendment 
to Exception (vii). (paragraph (a)(3)(vii)): 

(vii) The exercise of any right or 
conversion privilege, set forth in the 
instrument governing a security, to 
acquire any security directly from the 
issuers, or the exercise of standardized 
call options that were acquired prior to 
the time a person became a participant 
in the distribution*; or 
• • • • • 

(xi) Bids or purchases by an 
underwriter, prospective underwriter, or 
dealer, ►or by an affiliated purchaser 
(as that term is defined in paragraph 
(c)(6) of this section,* [if none of such 
bids or purchases is made for the 
purpose of creating actual, or apparent, 
active trading in or raising the price of 
the security, and] if all such bids or 
purchases are made: 

(A) In the case of stock with a 
minimum price of five dollars per share 
and a minimum public float of 400.000 
shares, or any security of the same class 
and series as such stock, or any right to 
purchase any such security, except for 
the exercise of [exchange-traded] 
►standardized* call options, prior to 
the later of two business days before the 
commencement of offers or sales of the 
securities to be distributed or the time 
such person becomes a participant in 
the distribution, or 

(B) in the case of the exercise of 
[exchange-traded] ►standardized* 
call options of securities qualified under 
paragraph (a)(3)(xi)(A) of this section. 

► which call options were acquired after 
the time such person became a 


participant in the distribution.* prior to 
[the later of] five business days before 
the commencement of offers or sales of 
the securities to be distributed [or the 
time such person becomes a participant 
in the distribution], or 

(C) In the case of other securities, [by 
the later of ten or more business days] 
►prior to the later of nine business day* 
before* the commencement of offers or 
sales of the securities to be distributed 
or the time 9uch person becomes a 
participant in the distribution, or 

(D) In the case of unsolicited 
purchases, prior to the later of the date 
of commencement of offers or sales of 
the securities to be distributed or the 
time such person becomes a participant 
In the distribution; or 

(xii) Bids or purchases by an issuer or 
other person on whose behalf a 
distribution is being made or by an 
affiliated purchaser (as defined in 
paragraph (c)(6) of this section), [if 
none of such bids or purchases is made 
for the purpose of creating actual or 
apparent, active trading in or raising the 
price of the security, and] if all such 
bids or purchases are mude: 

(A) in the case of stock with a 
minimum price of five dollars per share 
and minimum public float of 400,000 
shares, or any security of the same class 
and series as such stock, or any right to 
purchase any such security, except for 
the exercise of [exchange-traded] 

► standardized* call options, prior to 
two business days before 
commencement of offers or sales of the 
securities to be distributed, or 

(B) in the case of the exercise of 
[exchange-traded] ►standardized* 
call options of securities qualified under 
paragraph fa)(3)(xii)(A) of this section, 

► which call options were acquired after 
the time that such person became a 
distribution participant,* prior to five 
business days before the 
commencement of offers or sales of the 
securities to be distributed, or 

(C) in the cose of other securities, [by 
ten or more business days] ►prior to 
nine business days before* the 
commencement of offers or sales of the 
securities to be distributed, or 

(D) in the case of unsolicited 
purchases, prior to the dule of 
commencement of offers or sales of the 
securities to be distributed; or 

• • • • • 

(6)Mi)* The term "affiliated 
purchaser** means: 

►(A)* a person ►. directly or 
indirectly,* acting in concert with [the 
issuer or other person on whose behalf 
the distribution is being made] ►a 
distribution participant* in connection 
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with the acquisition or distribution of 
[the issuer s] ►any security which is 
the subject of such distribution, or any 
security of the same class and series, or 
any right to purchase any such 
security.-* or 

► (D)'* on affiliate Who. directly or 
indirectly, controls the purchases [by 
the issuer or other person] of [the 
issuer's] ►such-* securities ►by a 
distribution participant-*, whose 
purchases are controlled by [the issuer 
or such other person] ►a distribution 
participants, or whose purchases are 
under common control with those of 
[the issuer or such other person] ►a 
distribution participant, or-* 

►(C) an affiliate that is a broker, 
dealer, investment company, investment 
adviser, or otherwise regularly 
purchases securities, through a broker- 
dealer or otherwise, for its own account 
or for the account of others, or 
recommends or exercises investment 
discretion with respect to the purchase 
or sale of securities: Provided, however. 
That this subparagraph (C) shall not 
include an affiliate whose business 
i onsists of effecting transactions in 
"exempted securities" as defined in 
Section 3(a)(l2) of the Act.* 

►(ii) For purposes of this paragraph 
only, the term "distribution participant" 
means 

(A) the issuer or other person on 
whose behalf the distribution is being 
mude, and 

(B) an underwriter, prospective 
underwriter, dealer, broker, or other 
person who has agreed to participate or 
is participating in the distribution.* 

• • • • • 

By the Commission. 

Doted: October 10.1985 
Shirley E. Hollis. 

Assistant Secretary. 

(FR Doc. 85-25706 Filed 10-21-85;8 45 am) 

BILLING COOC SOIO-OI-M 


VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 
38 CFR Part 21 

Temporary Program for Trial Work 
Periods and Vocational Rehabilitation 
for Certain Veterans With Total 
Disability Ratings 

agency: Veterans Administration. 
action: Proposed rule. 

summary: Title 1. section 111 of the 
Veterans Benefits Improvement Act of 
1984 (Pub. L 98-543) establishes a 4-year 
pilot program under chapter 11. section 
363 of title 38 United States Code to 
require vocational rehabilitation for 
certain veterans w f ith total disability 


ratings due to individual 
unemployability and to allow these 
participants to have a trial work period 
without reduction of the individual 
unemployability rating. The pilot 
program is in effect from February 1. 
1985. through January 31,1989. 
oaths: Comment must be received on or 
before December 23,1985. It is proposed 
to make these regulations retroactively 
effective on the same date as the 
provision of law which they implement. 
February 1,1985. 

addresses: Interested persons arc 
invited to submit written comments, 
suggestions, or objections regarding 
these changes to the Administrator of 
Veterans Affairs (271A). Veterans 
Administration, 810 Vermont Avenue 
NW.. Washington, DC 20420. All written 
comments received will he available for 
public inspection at the above address 
only between the hours of 8.00 a m. and 
4:30 p m. Monday through Friday (except 
holidays) until January 7,1986. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Dr. Karen Boies, (202) 389-2886. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
pilot program is intended to assist 
qualified serviceniisabled veterans with 
VA total disability ratings because of 
individual unemployability to become 
employed, either through a program of 
vocational rehabilitation authorized 
under 38 U.S.C. chapter 31 or. if the 
individual is ineligible for that program, 
through counseling, placement and post- 
placement services. Veterans for w hom 
vocational rehabilitation is found 
feasible who already have individual 
unemployability ratings on February 1, 
1985, may participate voluntarily, but 
those who acquire such ratings during 
the trial period are required to 
participate, subject to certain sanctions 
if they fail to do so. Two major features 
of 38 U.S.C. 363 are: 

(1) No individual unemployability 
rating may be reduced during the four- 
year program period solely for the 
reason that the veteran is employed 
unless the veteran completes twelve 
consecutive months of substantially 
gainful employment: and 

(2) All veterans receiving total 
disability compensation awards for 
individual unemployability on and after 
February 1,1985, ore required to 
undergo an evaluation if evaluation of 
rehabilitation potential or achievement 
of a vocational goal is reasonably 
feasible. If evaluation of rehabiliation 
potential is reasonably feasible and 
such a veteran fails to undergo the 
rquired evaluation, for reasons other 
than those beyond his or her control, his 
or her individual unemployability rating 
will be reduced to the disability rating 


otherwise applicable. If vocational 
rehabilitation is reasonably feasible and 
other conditions of eligibility for and 
entitlement to vocational rehabilitation 
under 38 U.S:C. chapter 31 are met, a 
vocational rehabilitation program is 
developed. Failure to pursue that 
vocational rehabilitation program will 
result in a reevaluation of the veteran's 
continued entitlement to a total 
disability compensation rating by virtue 
of his or her individual unemployability. 
If employment is found to be feasible, 
but the individual is not eligible or 
entitled to vocational rehabilitation 
under chupter 31. he or she will 
nonetheless be provided employment 
assistance under 38 U.S.C. 1504(a)(5). 
counseling as provided in 38 U.S.C. 
1504(a)(2). and assistance in securing 
rehabilitation services under other 
programs. Veterans who acquired the 
individual unemployability rating prior 
to February 1 , 1985, may elect to receive 
both the evaluation and the counseling 
and employment assistance, but are not 
subject to rating reductions for failure to 
do so. These regulations implement die 
second major feature of 38 U.S.C. 303. 
the temporary program of vocational 
rehabilitation. 

A report on the results of the program 
must be submitted to Congress by April 
15.1988. 

These proposed regulations do not 
meet the criteria for major rules us 
contained in Executive Order 12291, 
Federal Regulation. The proposal will 
not have a $100 million annual effect on 
the economy, will not cause a major 
increase in costs or prices, and will not 
have any other significant adverse 
effects on the economy. 

The VA has made these regulations 
retroactively effective February 1.1985. 
because they either are interpretive 
rules, which construe the meaning of 38 
U.S.C. 363. or are general statements of 
policy. 

Moreover, the VA finds that good 
cause exists for making these 
regulations, like the sections of law they 
implement, retroactively effective on 
February 1,1985. To achieve the 
maximum benefit of this legislation for 
the affected individuals it is necessary 
to implement these provisions of law as 
soon as possible. A delayed effective 
date would be contrary to statutory 
design; would complicate administration 
of these provisions of law; and might 
result in denial of a benefit to a veteran 
who is entitled by law to it. 

The Administrator certifies that thest* 
proposed rules will not, if promulgated, 
have a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities as 
they are defined in the Regulatory 
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Flexibility Act (RFA), 5 U.S.C. 601-612. 
Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 605(b), these 
proposed rules are therefore exempt 
from the initial and final regulatory 
flexibility analyses requirements of 
sections 603 and 604. The reason for this 
certification is that the proposer! 
regulations concern the rights and 
responsibilities of individual VA 
beneficiaries and essentially restate 38 
U.S.C 363. Thus, no regulatory burdens 
are imposed on small entities by these 
regulations. 

The Catalog of Federal Domestic 
Assistance Number is 64.116. 

List of Subjects in 38 CFR Part 21 

Civil rights, Claims. Education, Grant 
programs. Loan programs. Repoiling 
requirements, Schools, Veterans. 
Vocational education. Vocational 
rehabilitation. 

Approved: |uly 23.1985 
Harry N. Walters. 

Administrator, 

38 CFR Part 21, Vocational 
Rehabilitation and Education, is 
amended by adding new Subparts H and 
1. Subpart H is reserved at this lime. 
Sections 216501 to 21.6525 (Subpurt 1) 
are set forth below: 

PART 21—{AMENDED) 

Subpart I—Temporary Programs of 
Vocational Trainings and Rehabilitation 

See. 

218501 Overview. 

216500 Definitions 
21 6506 Participation in the temporary 
program. 

21.6507 Special benefits for qualified 
veterans under test program. 

21.6509 Notice to qualified veterans 
21.6511 Scheduling an evaluation for a 
qualified veteran. 

21.6513 Qualified veteran fails to participate 
in an evaluation or reevit!nation. 

216515 Formulation of rehabilitation plan. 

21.6517 Failure to pursue rehabilitation plan. 
21.6519 Eligibility of qualified veterans for 
employment and counseling services. 
21.8521 Employment of qualified veterans. 

21.6523 Entry and reentry into a program of 
oounurlmg and employment services 
under 38 U.S.C 1501(a) (2) and (5). 

21 8523 Elect ion of benefi ts by a quali Tied 
veteran who receives an IU rating during 
the program period. 

Authority': Pub. L 98-543. sec. lit; 38 U.S.C 
:«3. 

Subpart I—Temporary Programs of 
Vocational Training and Rehabilitation 

$21.6501 Overview. 

(a) Purpose. The temporary program 
for trial work periods and vocational 
rehabilitation is intended to test the 
extent to which a veteran, who has been 
awarded a VA compensation rating of 


total disability by reason of inability to 
secure or follow a substantially gainful 
occupation as a result of service- 
connected disability, may benefit from 
vocational rehabilitation services which 
may be authorized under 38 U.S.C. ch. 

31. and 38 U.S.C. 363. See 55 3.340 and 
3.341 of this title. (38 U.S.C. 363) 

(b) Chapter 31 evaluations required. 
All veterans participating in this 
temporary program are to be evaluated 
to determine whether 

(1) They are eligible for and entitled to 
receive assistance under ch. 31; and 

(2) Achievement of a vocational goal 
is reasonably feasible. (38 U.S.C. 363) 

(c) Applicability of ch. 31 provisions. 
The provisions of 55 21.1 through 21.430, 
generally applicable to veterans eligible 
for benefits under ch. 31, apply except 
as added to or modified by the 
provisions of the following sections. 
Participants not found eligible for ch. 31 
benefits may nevertheless receive 
counseling services under 38 U.S.C. 
1504(a)(2) and placement and post- 
placement services under 38 U.S.C. 
1504(a)(5). (38 U.S.C. 363) 

5 21.6503 Definitions. 

(a) Program period. The term 
“program period'* means the period 
beginning on February 1,1985, and 
ending January' 31.1989. (38 U.S.C. 
363(a)(2)(B)) 

(b) Qualified veteran. The term 
“qualified veteran*' means a veteran 
who has a service-connected disability, 
or service-connected disabilities, not 
rated as total, but who has been 
awarded a rating of total disability by 
reason of inability to secure or follow a 
substantially gainful occupation as a 
result of such disability or disabilities. 
Such a rating Is referred to as an IU 
(individual unemployability) rating. See 
§5 3 340. 3.341, and 4.16 of this title. (38 
U.S.C. 363(a)(2)(A)) 

(c) Receives an IU rating. The phrase 
“receives an IU rating*' refers to the date 
on which an award of total disability 
compensation based upon individual 
unemployabilitv is authorized (38 U.S.C. 
363(a)(2)(A)) 

5 21.6505 Participation in tt>e temporary 
program. 

(a) General. Participation in this 
temporary program of trial work periods 
and vocational rehabilitation is limited 
to qualified veterans. (38 U.S.C. 
383(a)(2)(A)) 

(b) Qualified veterans for whom an 
evaluation and pursuit of a vocational 
rehabilitation program is required. 

(1) Each qualified veteran who 
receives an IU rating during the program 
period, shall be provided an evaluation 
of rehabilitation potential to determine 


whether achievement of a vocational 
goal under ch. 31 is reasonably feasible. 

(1) The VR&C (Vocational Counseling 
and Rehabilitation) Division will 
schedule the veteran for an evaluation, 
unless it is determined that his or her 
participation in an evaluation is not 
reasonably feasible; 

(ii) A veteran for whom an evaluation 
is scheduled must appear for and 
cooperate in the evaluation unless 
unable to do so for reasons beyond his 
or her control. 

(2) If. following the evaluation, 
achievement or a vocational goal is 
found to be reasonably feasible and the 
veteran is eligible for ch. 31 benefits, the 
veteran is required to pursue a 
vocational rehabilitation program. If the 
veteran fails to pursue or continue to 
pursue a vocational rehabilitation 
program, he or she is subject to the 
provisions of 5 21.6517. (38 U.S.C. 363(c)) 

(c) Qualified veterans for whom 
evaluation and pursuit of a vocational 
rehabilitation program is optional. A 
qualified veteran who had an IU rating 
as of funuury 31,1985. may. whether or 
not already participating in the ch. 31 
program, elect to participate in this test 
program, if otherwise eligible, but is not 
required to do so. (38 U.S.C. 363 note) 

(d) IU rating awarded while o ch. 31 
participant. A veteran already 
participating in a ch. 31 program who 
receives an IU rating during the progrom 
period shall be subject to all provisions 
for required participation in this 
program, as provided in paragraph (b) of 
this section. (38 U.S.C. 363 note) 

§ 21.6507 Special benefits for qualified 
veterans under test program. 

(a) Protection of IU rating under 33 
CFR 3.343(c)(2). The total disability 
rating of any qualified veteran who 
begins to engage in a substantially 
gainful occupation during the program 
period is protected from reduction by 
the VA on the basis of the veteran s 
having secured and followed a 
substantially gainful occupation under 
the provisions of 5 3.343(c)(2) of this 
title. (38 U.S.C. 363(a)) 

(b) Counseling and employment 
sen tees for qualified veterans. During 
the program period, the VA will make 
the counseling services described in 38 
U.S.C. 1504(a0{2). and the placement and 
postplacement services described in 38 
U.S.C. 1504(a)(5), available to each 
qualified veteran for whom achievement 
of a vocational goal is reasonably 
feasible. These services will be made 
available regardless of the veteran’s 
entitlement to or desire to participate in 
a vocational rehabilitation program 
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under ch. 31. Sec § 21.8519. (38 IJ.S.C. 
303(b)) 

§ 21.6509 Notice to qualified veterans. 

(a) Notice to qualified veterans 
awarded on IU rating during the 
program period. At die time notice is 
provided to a qualified veteran of an 
award of an IU rating, the VA shall 
provide the veteran with an additional 
statement. A similarly worded 
statement shall also be sent to veterans 
awarded an IU rating during the 
program period who are already 
participating in a program under ch. 31. 
These statements shall contain the 
following information: 

(1) Notice of the provisions of 38 
U.S.C. 363; 

(2) Information explaining the 
purposes and availability of. as well as 
eligibility requirements and procedures 
for pursuing, a vocational rehabilitation 
program under ch. 31; and 

(3) A summary description of the 
scope of sendees and assistance 
available under that chapter. (38 U.S.C. 
363(c)(1)(A)) 

(b) Notice sent to qualified veterans 
awarded an IU rating on or before 
January 31. 1985. By April 1,1985, the 
VA shall provide the information 
contained in 38 U.S.C. 363(b), and 
described in paragraphs (a)(2) and (3) of 
this section to veterans awarded an RJ 
rating on or before January 31,1985. 
However, such notice need not be 
provided to a veteran who has an IU 
rating which is protected under $ 3.952 
of this title. (30 U.S.C. 363 note) 

$21.6511 Scheduling an evaluation for a 
qualified veteran. 

(a) Evaluation. The term “evaluation” 
hereinafter shall be understood to mean 
the same evaluation accorded in an 
“initial evaluation” and an “extended 
evaluation” as those terms are 
described in $ 21.50 and 5 21.57. (38 
U.S.C. 363(c)) 

(b) Timely scheduling and notice of 
evaluation, (1) An evaluation will be 
arranged as promptly as practicable fur 
each qualified veteran required to 
participate and for any other qualified 
veteran who elects to participate; and 

(2) The veteran shall be provided 
reasonable notice of the date and time 
for which the evaluation is initially 
scheduled. (38 U.S.C. 363(c)) 

(c) Evaluations for ch. 31 participants , 
A veteran who is a ch. 31 participant at 
the time he or she becomes a participant 
in the test program shall be provided a 
reevaluation limited to: 

(1) Affirming the continuing suitability 
of his or her ch. 31 rehabilitation 
program; and 


(2) Identifying the assistance which 
may be furnished under $ 21.6507. (38 
U.S.C. 363(b), (c)) 

(d) Responsible staff member. The 
evaluation or reevaluation will be 
provided by a counseling psychologist in 
the VRfcC (Vocational Rehabilitation 
and Counseling) Division. (38 U.S.C 
363(c)(1)(B)) 

{ 21.6513 Qualified veteran fails to 
participate In an evaluation or revaluation. 

(a) Qualified veterans affected by this 
section. The provisions of this section 
are only applicable to qualified veterans 
awarded an IU rating during the 
program period. Each of these veterans 
is required to participate in an 
evaluation (or reevaluation, if already in 
a ch. 31 program) and must cooperate to 
the extent necessary for the counseling 
psychologist to accomplish the 
evaluation, unless the veteran is unable 
to do so for reasons beyond his or her 
control. The veteran's responsibility for 
satisfactory conduct and cooperation in 
the evaluation shall be considered in the 
same manner as for ch. 31 applicants. 
See § 21.50(e) and § 21.382. (38 U.S.C. 
363(c)(2)) 

(b) Special considerations. The 
counseling psychologist shall make 
every reasonable effort to avoid or 
minimize nonparticipation or 
noncooperation in the evaluation. (38 
U.S.C. 363(c). (2) and (3)) 

(c) Nonparticipation and 
noncooperation . (1) If a qualified 
veteran who is required to participate in 
this test prograrri fails to participate or 
cooperate in the evaluation, the VA 
shall initially take the actions specified 
for ch. 31 participants under 5 21.184. 

$ 21.188, and $ 21.364. including 
discontinuance of the veteran's case, if 
necessary. (38 U.S.C. 363(a)(2)) 

(2) The VR&C Division shall inform 
die Adjudication Division of the 
discontinuance of the evaluation for a 
veteran required to participate, if the 
failure of the qualified veteran to 
participate or cooperate in carrying out 
the evaluation is for reasons within his 
or her control Upon receipt of such 
information, the Adjudication Division 
will take the action required under 
5 3.341(c) of this title to reduce the IU 
award to the statutory rate. (38 U.S.C. 
363(c)(2)) 

(d) Follow up for veterans unable to 
participate in an initial evaluation or 
vocational rehabilitation program. For 
each qualified veteran described in 
paragraph (a) of this section, who does 
not participate in an evaluation or 
pursue the vocational rehabilitation 
program for reasons beyond his or her 
control, the case shall be reviewed for 
follow-up action by the VR&C staff as 


provided in §$ 21.197(c)(4) and 21.198(d) 
(38 U.S.C. 363(c)(2)) 

$ 21.6515 Formulation of rehabilitation 
plan. 

(a) Formulation of plan. Following an 
evaluation, the counseling psychologist 
will formulate an 1WRP (individualized 
written rehabilitation plan) or an (EAT 
(individualized employment assistance 
plan) for each participating qualified 
veteran for whom achievement of a 
vocational goal is reasonably feasible. 
These plans shall be prepared in 
accordance with $ 21.84 (IWRP) or 

5 21.88 (1EAP). (38 U.S.C. 363(c)) 

(b) Existing plan. If the veteran 
already has undertaken a rehabilitation 
program under ch. 31, a new plan shall 
not be required unless circumstances 
indicate that the existing plan should be 
modified or replaced. (38 U.S.C. 363(c)) 

$ 21.6517 Failure to pursue rehabilitation 
plan 

(a) Failure to pursue required 
program. If the case manager determine 
that a qualified veteran required to 
participate has failed, for reasons other 
than those beyond the veteran's control, 
to pursue or continue to pursue the plan 
developed under § 21.6515, the VA shall 
provide the veteran with a notice of the 
consequences of his or her action. The 
notice shall inform the veteran, that if hi 
or she fails to initiate or resume pursuit 
within 60 days (or a period of up to 120 
days if circumstances warrant) after the 
VA provides the notice, the results of 
the evaluation will be considered by the 
VA in reviewing the veterans' continued 
eligibility for a rating of total disability 
based on inability to secure or follow n 
substantially gainful occupation. (38 
U.S.C. 363(c)(3)(B)) 

(b) Referral to Adjudication 
Division—pursuit required. If the 
veteran fails to initiate or resume pursuit 
of the planned rehabilitation program 
within the time period specified by the 
notice described in paragraph (a) of this 
section, the VRftC Division will forward 
copies of the notice and the results ol 
the evaluation to the Adjudication 
Division for appropriate rating 
consideration. (30 U.S.C. 363(c)(3)(B)) 

(c) Pursuit not required. If the 
qualified veteran is not required to 
participate in the test program, fuilurc to 
pursue or continue to pursue the plan 
shall result only in action by the VA 
under ch. 31 procedures provided for 
such situations. See §5 21.190.21,194. 
21.362. 21.364. (38 U.S.C. 363(b)(3)) 

$ 21.6519 Eligibility of quollfied veterans 
for employment and counseling services. 

(a) General. A qualified veteran for 
whom vocational rehabilitation and 
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achievement of a vocational goal are 
reasonably feasible may be provided the 
employment and counseling services to 
which he or she may be entitled under 
ch. 31. If the qualified veteran is not 
eligible for such assistance under ch. 31, 
he or she may be provided, nevertheless, 
the counseling, placement and 
postplacement services provided under 
38 U.S.C. 1504(a) (2) and (5). The specific 
services which may be authorized are 
discussed in {{21.100, 21. 252 and 
21254(a). (38 U.S.C. 363(b)) 

(b) Services under other VA and non- 
VA programs. Veterans being provided 
counseling, placement and 
postplacement services under {{ 21.100, 
21.252. and 21.254(a) will also be aided 
in identifying services of other VA and 
non-VA programs which may be of 
assistance in securing employment. All 
elements of a program of these services 
shull be incorporated in the IEAP. (38 
U.S.C. 363(b)) 

(b) Veteran elects counseling . 
placement and postplacement services . 

If a qualified veteran elects not to 
undertake the IWRP. whether or not 
required to do so. and is otherwise 
eligible for counseling, placement and 
postplacement services under 38 U.S.C. 
1504(a) (2) and (5), he or she may be 
provided those services as a part of the 
test program even though action has 
been taken under either paragraph (b) or 

(c) { 21.6517. (38 U.S.C. 363(b)) 

(d) Duration of services under 38 
U.S.C. 1504(a) (2) and (5). The services 
provided under 38 U.S.C. 1504(a) (2) and 
(5). are limited to an 18-month period of 
employment assistance as described in 
{ 21.73. (38 U.S.C. 363(b)) 

{ 21.6521 Employment of qualified 
veterans. 

(a) Provisions of the IEAP 
(Individualized Employment Assistance 
Plan). Each IEAP of a qualified veteran 
•hall require that the: 

(1) Case manager maintain close 
contact with qualified veterans who 
become employed to help assure 
adjustment to employment: 

(2) Veteran discuss any plan to leave 
employment during the trial work period 
with the case manager. (38 U.S.C. 363(c)) 

(b) Coordination with the 
Adjudication Division. The VR5C 
Division will inform the Adjudication 
Division in writing upon employment of 
the participating qualified veteran 
during a program of either vocational 
rehabilitation services or counseling and 
employment services and when such 
employment has continued for 12 
consecutive months. See { 3.343(c)(2) of 
this title. (38 U.S.C. 363(a)) 


{ 21.6523 Entry and reentry into a 
program of counseling and employment 
service under 38 U.S.C. 1504(a) (2) and (5). 

(a) Dates of entry. A qualified veteran, 
not eligible to receive ch. 3 benefits, may 
not enter or pursue a program of 
counseling and employment services 
under 38 U.S.C. 1504(a) (2) and (5), 
before February 1.1985, or later than 
January 31,1989. (38 U.S.C. 363) 

(b) Reentry. The provisions of 
paragraph (a) of this section are also 
applicable to veterans being provided 
additional counseling and employment 
services following redetermination of 
eligibility and entitlement to such 
services. (38 U.S.C. 363) 

{21.6525 Election of benefits by a 
qualified veteran who receives an lU rating 
during the program period. 

(a) General. A qualified veteran 
required to participate In the test 
program must participate in a 
rehabilitation program under ch, 31, if 
eligible, regardless of eligibility and 
entitlement to education benefits under 
other VA programs, or risk adverse 
consequences under {{ 21.6513(c) and 
21.6517 (a) and (b). (38 U.S.C. 363 (c)) 

(b) Chapter 34 eligibility. A qualified 
veteran required to participate, who is 
also eligible for assistance under ch. 34. 
may elect, as part of his or her ch. 31 
vocational rehabilitation program, to 
receive subsistence payment at the ch. 

34 rate under { 21.264. The counseling 
psychologist and the veteran will review 
the assistance and services available 
under these options so the veteran can 
make an informed decision. (38 U.S.C. 
363 (c)) 

(c) Other VA programs. The 
counseling psychologist shall inform a 
qualified veteran required to participate 
in the test program of any adverse 
consequences which may result under 
{{ 21 6513 (c) and 21.6517 (a) and (b), if 
he or she instead elects benefits under 
another VA program. (38 U.S.C. 363 (c)) 

(FR Doc 85-25090 Filed 10-21-85; 8:45 amj 

0H1IMQ COOC U70-41-M 


POSTAL SERVICE 

39 CFR Parts 310 and 320 

Restrictions on Private Carriage of 
Letters; Proposed Clarification and 
Modification of Definition and of 
Regulations on Extremely Urgent 
Letters; Change of Phone Number 

agency: Postal Service. 

action: Correction of Proposed Rule. 

summary: On October 10.1965. the 
Postal Service published in the Federal 


Register (50 FR 41462) a proposed 
modification and clarification of the 
regulations on the Private Express 
Statutes. On October 15.1985. the 
telephone numbers at Postal Serv ice 
Headquarters were changed. This 
document provides the new number for 
telephone contact concerning the above 
proposed rule. 

date: Comments must be received on or 
before November 12,1985. 
address: Written comments should be 
addressed to the General Counsel. Law 
Department. United States Postal 
Service. Washington. D.C. 20260-1113. 
Copies of all written comments will be 
available for inspection and 
photocopying between 9:00 a.m. and 4:00 
p.m., Monday through Friday, in Room 
5128,955 L Enfant Plaza. SW.. 
Washington, D.C. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Charles D. Hawley (202) 266-2970. 

W. Allen Sanders, 

Associate General Counsel. Office of Genera! 
Law and Administration. 

[FR Doc. 62-25065 Filed 10-21-85: 8:45 om| 

SiLUNQ COOC 7710-11-* 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

47 CFR Parts 15 and 76 

(Gen. Docket No. 65-301; FCC 65-5441 

Terminal Devices Connected to Cable 
Television Systems 

agency: Federal Communications 

Commission. 

action: Proposed rule. 

summary: The FCC proposes to amend 
part 15 and Part 76 of its rules to 
eliminate the dual standards currently 
applied to terminal devices connected to 
cable television systems. The rules 
presently require compliance with Part 
76 radiation limits if the device is 
system-owned and with Part 15 limits if 
it is customer-owned. In an effort to 
achieve uniformity in the treatment of 
identical devices, this action proposes to 
require all cable system terminal 
devices to comply only with Part 15 
limits. 

dates: Comments must be filed on or 
before November 26.1985. and reply 
comments on or before December 9, 

1985. 

address: Federal Communications 
Commission. Washington. D.C. 20554. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Sharon Briley, Policy Analysis Branch. 
Mass Media Bureau. (202) 632-6302 
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

List of Subjects 

47 CFR Part 75 

Radio frequency devices. 

47 Cffl Part 76 

Cable television service. 

Proposed Rule Making 

In Ike matter of amendmrnl of parts IS ncwl 
76 relating to terminal devices connected to 
cable television systems; Gen. Docket No. 85- 
301. 

Adopted: October !♦. 1985 

Keltsttcd. October 16.19HS 

By the Commission. 

introduction 

1. Dy this action, the Commission 
proposed to amend its radiation limits 
and other technical rules applicable lo 
terminal devices that are connected to 
cable television systems (Le. converters 
decoders, two-way boxes and other 
customer premise equipment). This 
proposal seeks to resolve the existing 
discrepancy in the rules between 
technical standards for such devices 
that are owned or supplied by a cable 
company and those owned or supplied 
by a cable consumer or subscriber. 

Background 

2. The Commission's rules currently 
provide more stringent radiation limits 
for cable system-owned tormina! 
devices than for those that are 
customer-owned. This difference in 
permissible radiation levels exists even 
though the devices used by both the 
cable system and the cable customer 
serve the same function and may. in 
fact, be identical. * This situation arises 
because of the way the current rules in 
Part 76 define a “subscriber terminal" 
and prescribe radiation measurement 
requirements for cable systems. 

In contrast, the rules in Part 15 
generally treat customer-owned cable 
tormina! equipment as 'TV interface 
devices."* 


*The CoraintBtton recently received Irtler* from 
William £. Reyner of ihe Uw firm of llognn A 
lUrtson. rcpfMcnllng Scientific-Atlanta. Inn, * 
manufacturer of TV sel-lop converter!, mtui 

I ram Myron Pattisan. Vice Pre*idt*nl of Cantina) 
Coirnnaatratinns. Iw_. a cable operator, treking 
clarification of the ruli* at applu«J fi»<4»t»lr term*** I 
equipment. 

'.<*** V C1R Pan 7C Sab part K mid 47 UK I^rt IS 
Sokporls C. It and | In a *cp«rute proceeding the 
Commission halt propotrd to reduce the pan 70 
l<rnit». Hotter ofPrvfHBcd /ferfe AfrrA/Vijj tn MM 
Dodu t No tw.wt, FCC-S540. sn FR rm (Ft-6 6 
19RSV The proposed limit*, howcver. continue to 
rrroatn more stnrqteni than thone in Part 15. 


3. Section 76.5(ce) of the Rules defines 
Ihe term "subscriber terminal" H9 "the 
cable television system terminal to 
which a subscriber’s equipment is 
connected. . . ." * Section 15.4(u) of the 
rules defines the term "TV interface 
device" as "(a) restricted radiation 
device . . . which feeds the modulated 
radio frequency energy by conduction to 
the antenna terminals of a conventional 
television receiver. 4 However, the 
definition of TV interface device 
specifically excludes "... a device that 
is primarily intended to be part of a 
cable television system, as defined in 
Part 76. . . and is owned by the cable 
system operator." Thus, under our 
current rules, a terminal device that is 
owned or supplied by a cable subscriber 
is in most cases a TV interface device 
subject to Part 15 radiation limits, while 
a device that Is owned by the cable 
system operator is considered part of 
the cable system and subject to Part 76 
requirements. There is no apparent 
reason for such a discrepancy. 

4. Traditionally, cable system 
converters and decoders have been 
supplied by the cable operator and have 
been considered part of a cable system. 
Customer interest in owning terminal 
equipment, however, appears to be 
increasing, ond some cable companies 
and retailers are offering customers the 
opportunity to purchase terminal 
devices.* 

Discussion 

5. The intent of the Commission'9 
signal leakage and radiation limits is to 
prevent harmful interference among 
users of radio frequencies and, in this 
regard, the rules for both cable systems 
and Port 15 devices require any harmful 
interference to be eliminated. However, 
in cases where there is no actual 
harmful interference, the current rules 
subject the same type and use of 
equipment to two substantially different 


*Thf Commission further clarified and described 
thU term n* “the point m which the fadlitie* 
supplied by the cable system connect to the 
equipment *ippl»rd by the •uhtcriber.'* See 
Mvnu>rvnthiat Opmton ond Order on 
Ur com 'duration of the Cobh TeteviMktn Hrporf amt 
Order, 38 FCC Cd 126.360 (1V72) 

* Part 15 of the Co rami** ion • rules provide! 
technical standard* for radio frtxfurncy device* 

The purpose of thu rule part l* to permit the* 
nunftomeed use of radio frequency device*, without 
harmful interference to other authorized service* or 
user*. Purl 15 dcnce* include, for example. TV 
receiver* videoca&tetic recorder*, home computer*, 
and video game* 

'Artfent iludy of the industry predict! 
“competition from homeowner-provided deviett* 
and hookup*. ..." See Arthur D. little. Inc. 
“Prappcrtty for Cable TV: Outlook 1*83-1900,“ May 
iubr»- *1A2-4. In addition, the gnmiaii market for 
“cable-ready” receiver* and vidcoca*§ettc recorder* 
appear* to fodicata significant coovum or interrft In 
rqutf«nent to interconnect wi'h cable lytfmi 


signal leakage and radiation standards 
contingent upon whether such 
equipment is owned by the coble 
operator or by the cable subscriber. 
Under Part 76. the radiation from a cable 
television system is limited to 15 
microvolts/meter at 100 feet for 
frequencies to 54 MHz and over 216 
Mite and. 20 microvolts/meter at 10 feel 
for frequencies between 54 to 210 
Mite * 1 * Part 15 radiation limits for TV 
interface devices are significantly less 
burdensome: 100 microvolts/mctcr at 3 
meters for frequencies between 30 and 
88 MHz: 150 microvolts/meter at 3 
meters for frequencies between 88 and 
216 MHz; and 200 microvolts/meter at 3 
meters for frequencies between 216 nnd 
1000 MHz. 1 Part 15 also requires certain 
other technical ond equipment 
authorization requirements. For 
example, for TV interface devices. Part 
15 contains technical requirements on 
output signal level, output terminal 
conducted interference, among others. 

6. We believe that no regulatory intent 
is served by retaining the distinction 
described above and that the same type 
of equipment should be subject to 
uniform standards. We also believe that 
converters and other terminal devices 
that might be used by a cable subscriber 
are similar to devices such as television 
receivers and videocassette recorders in 
their potential for causing interference. 
The less stringent emission limits for 
Part 15 devices, therefore, would appear 
to be sufficient to mitigate potential 
harmful interference from such "in- 
home” equipment. 

7. Thus, we are proposing to relax the 
rules to require that any cable system 
terminal device, whether owned or 
supplied by the cable subscriber or 
cable operator, comply with the 
technical requirements of Part 15, as 
follows: If the cable terminal device is a 
part of the television receiver, the 
provisions of Part 15, Subpart C would 
apply. If the device falls under the 
definition of a TV interference device, 
as defined in Section 15.4(u), it would be 
subject to the technical requirements in 
Part 15, Subpart H. A device that is 
neither a TV interface device nor part of 
a television broadcast receiver would be 
subject lo the technical requirements of 
Part 15. Subpart J. 

8. Since the cable operator would 
continue to be responsible for the 
technical operation of the cable system 
under Part 76 of the rules, we believe 
that it is unnecessary at this time to 


'See 47 CFR 

'See 47 CFR 1E61Q. Thesa limit* ara the worn as 
those (or computing device* In Sab port | ol Part 15 
of Ihr rule* 5*** 47 CFR 1.VKKK 
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require equipment audorizittion (ix„ 
certification or notification) under Part 
15 foi terminal devices owned and 
operated by the cable system. 
Accordingly, equipment owned and 
provided oy the uibse system operator 
would be subject only to the technical 
limits under Part 15 end would not be 
subject to any FCC filing requirements 
for equipment authorization. 4 Equipment 
owned and operated by a cable 
subscribe! would be subject to all Part 
15 requirements including equipment 
authorizations.* * 

9. Wc also propose to treat cable 
terminal devices in die same manner as 
radio and television receivers for the 
purposes of interference responsibility. 
Under the current rules, llic operator of 
the receiver has the responsibility for 
the elimination of 

interference. 10 However, the rules also 
require the cable operator to suppress 
any receiver-generated interference that 
is being radiated by the rable 
system. 11 We believe that these same 
guidelines should apply for customer- 
owned terminal equipment and propose 
to amend our rules to treat cable 
terminal devices in the same manner as 
radio and television receivers. In 
addition, we propose certain changes to 
clarify the intent of this rule. In this 
regard, our primary' concern is the 
elimination of harmful interference that 
may lie caused by RF energy introduced 
into the cable system by the receiver or 
terminal device. If a customer-owned 
terminal device has been found to cause 
such harmful interference and the 
interference can be eliminated by 
disconnecting cable service to the 
device, then we would expect the cable 
operator to take that step until the 
device is repaired by its owner. This 
procedure would assure the elimination 
of interference in the most expeditious 
manner. 

10. Comments are requested on these 
proposals and any other alternative 
approaches. For example, one such 
alternate approach being considered is 
to make all cable system terminal 
devices subject to all requirements of 
Part 15 including any certification. 


' Wf infi'n<j that the word "cmnetf* <i» u**d in 
thin ranlpxt iru iitden leaning and any otb«r type* of 
air.infferrmti in which the cable nystefn mnmtam* 

• om,: form of control «rvd that ownership of the 
di a l< • would never convey to a cable customer. 

’Device* *urh a* converter* and cabUhneady TV 
Jr < *vem will Ik* to verif»crt»on Program de* 

tciftoihltfi and similar equipment employing TV 
interface device* will be *ublert to certification. 
Device* which do not fait into either of them* 
i ttif iK.ur» and uw digital circuitry will continue to 
I* the applicable equipment 

authorisation in Subpart J of Part 15 
’Sec. for rxampte, |7 CKR 15JI2. 

".Vre<7CKR7ttfll7. 


verification, or other equipment 
authorization provisions even if such 
devices ore owned by the cable systems. 
While such an approach would likely 
add some additional filing burden on 
manufacturers of these devices, it also 
might encourage on expanded consumer 
market for terminal Jevices while easing 
the concerns of manufacturers, cable 
operators and this Commission that non- 
certdied equipment may be sold to 
consumers. 

Conclusion 

tl. We believe that the limits 
currently contained in Part 15 are 
sufficient to regulate potential 
interference from terminal devices 
interconnected to cable systems. 
Accordingly we propose to revise the 
rules in Paris 15 and 76 as indicated in 
the attached Appendix A. 

Regulatory Flexibility Act—Initial 
Analysis 

12. Reason for Action. The 
Commission's rules inconsistently apply 
different standards to home terminal 
units connected to cable television 
systems, differentiated solely on the 
basis of ownership of the equipment. 

13. The Objective. The rules proposed 
herein are intended to eliminate the 
present discrepancy in the standards 
applicable to home terminal units and 
other terminal devices connected to 
cable systems. 

14. Legal Basis. The action as 
proposed in this rule making is in 
furtherance of sections 1, 302, 303 and 
624 of the Communications Act of 1934. 
as amended (47 U.S.C. 151 et seq.). 

15. Description, potential impact on 
and number of small businesses 
affected. The rule amendments proposed 
herein consider all terminal equipment 
to be subject to radiation standards 
contained in Port 15 of the Commission's 
rules. Terminal devices, for example, 
may be considered as radio receivers. 

TV interface devices, or computing 
devices, depending upon their technical 
configurations. A rule is revised in Part 
76 to place responsibility for 
interference on the operator of the 
device and on the cable operator, as 
appropriate. 

16. The proposals should assist 
equipment manufacturers, cable 
operators, cable subscribers, and 
franchising authorities by establishing 
uniformity in the treatment of terminal 
devices and allocating responsibility in 
cases of interference resulting from 
subscriber supplied devices. 

17. Federal rules which overlap, 
duplicate . or conflict with this rule: 

None. 


18. Any significant alternative 
minimizing the impact an small entities 
and consistent with the stated objectn e: 
None. 

Procedural Matters 

19. The proposals contained herein 
have been analyzed with respect to (he 
Paperwork Reduction Act of I960 and 
found to impose no new or modified 
requirements or burden upon the public. 

20. For purposes of this non restricted 
notice and comment rule making 
proceeding, members of the public are 
advised that ex parte contacts are 
permitted from the time the Commission 
adopts a notice of proposed rule making 
until the time a public notice is issued 
stating that a substantive disposition of 
the matter is to be considered at a 
forthcoming meeting. In general an ex 
parte presentation is any written or oral 
communications (other than formal 
written comments/pleadings and normal 
oral arguments) between a person 
outside the Commission and a 
Commissioner or a member of the 
Commission's staff which addresses the 
merits of the proceeding. Any person 
who submits a written ex parte 
presentation must serve a copy of that 
presentation on the Commission's 
Secretary for inclusion in the public file. 
Any person who makes an oral ex parte 
presentation addressing matters not 
fully covered in any previously-filed 
written comments for the proceeding 
must prepare a written summary of that 
presentation; on the day of oral 
presentation, that written summary must 
be served on the Commission's 
Secretary for inclusion in the public file, 
with a copy to the Commission official 
receiving the oral presentation. Each ex 
parte presentation described above 
must state on its face that the Secretary 
has been served, and must also state 
docket number by the proceeding to 
which it relates. See generally 5 11231 
of the Commission's rules, 47 CFR 
1.1231, 

21. Pursuant to applicable procedures 
set forth in $ 1.415 of the Commisson's 
Rules, interested parties may file 
comments on or before November 22. 
1965, and reply comments on or before 
December 9,1985. All relevant and 
timely comments will be considered by 
the Commission before final action is 
taken in thil proceeding. In reaching its 
decision, the Commission may consider 
information and ideas not contained in 
the comments provided that such 
information ora writing indicating the 
nature and source of such information is 
placed in the public file, and provided 
that the fact of the Commission's 
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reliance on such information is noted in 
the Report and Order, 

22. In accordance with the provisions 
of § 1.419 of the Commission’s Rules and 
Regulations, an original and 5 copies of 
all comments, replies, or other 
documents Tiled in this proceeding shall 
he furnished to the Commission. 
Participants filing the required copies 
who also wish each Commissioner to 
have a personal copy of the comments 
may Hie an additional 6 copies. 

Members of the general public who wish 
to express their interest by participating 
informally in the rule making proceeding 
may do so by submitting one copy of the 
comments, without regard to form, 
provided only that the Docket Number is 
specified in the heading. Responses will 
be available for public inspection during 
regular business hours in the 
Commission’s Dockets Reference Room 
(Room 239) at its headquarters in 
Washington. D C. (1919 M Street. 
Northwest). 

23. As required by section 003 of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act the FCC has 
prepared an initial regulatory flexibility 
analysis (IRFA) of the expected impact 
of these proposed policies and rules on 
small entities. The IRFA is set forth 
above. Written public comments are 
requested on the IRFA. These comments 
must be filed in accordance with the 
same Tiling deadlines as comments on 
the resj of the Notice. but they must 
have a separate and distinct heading 
designating them as responses to the 
regulatory flexibility analysis. 

24. The Secretary shall cause a copy 
of this Notice of Proposed Rule Making, 
including the Initial Regulatory 
Flexibility Analysis, to be sent to the 
Chief Counsel for Advocacy of the Small 
Business Administration in accordance 
with Paragraph 603(a) of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act (Pub. L. No. 96-354, 94 
Stat. 1164, 50 U.S.C. 601 et seq.). 

25. This Notice of Proposed Rule 
Making is issued pursuant to authority 
contained in sections 4(1) and 303 of the 
Communications Act of 1934. as 
amended. 

26. For further information concerning 
this proceeding, contact Sharon A. 
Briley. Policy Analysis Brunch. Mass 
Media Bureau. (202) 632-6302. 

Federal Communications Commission. 
William 1- Tricarico. 

Secretary. 

PART 15—(AMENDED) 

Appendix A 

Part 15 of Title 47 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations is proposed to be 
amended to read as follows: 
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1. The authority citation for Part 15 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 47 U.S.C. 154. and 303. 

2. Section 15.4 is proposed to be 
amended by adding a new paragraph 
(m) to read as follows: 

$15.4 General definitions. 

• • • • • 

(m) Cable system terminal device. A 
radio frequency device that 
interconnects a cable television system 
to a television receiver or other 
subscriber premise equipment. 

Note.—A terminal device located within a 
television receiver shull be subject to the 
same requirements as a television receiver 
under Part 15. Subpart C. If o device Is a TV 
interface device, as defined in Section 15.4{u) 
of this subpart, it shall comply with the 
requirements of Subpart H of this part. If the 
device is neither a TV interface device, nor a 
part thereof, nor a part of a television 
broadcast receiver, it shall comply with the 
requirements of Subpart J of this part 
Equipment authorization requirements shall 
not apply to a device that is owned by the 
cable system operator. 

3. Section 15.4 (u) is proposed to be 
amended by revising the appended note 
to read as follows: 

$ 15.4 General definitions. 

• • • • • 

(u) • • * 

Nolo.—A TV interface device may be a 
gland alone RF modulator, or a composite 
device consisting of an RF modulator, video 
source and other components. 

PART 76 —[ AMENDED! 

Part 76 of Title 47 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations is proposed to be 
amended as follows: 

1. The authority citation for Part 76 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 47 U5.C 154, and 303. 

2. Section 7B.5(ee) is proposed to be 
revised by adding a note to read as 
follows: 

§76.5 Definitions. 

• • • • • 

fee) Subscriber terminal . The cable 
television system terminal to which a 
subscriber’s equipment is connected. 
Separate terminals may be provided for 
delivery of signals of various classes. 

Nolo. —Terminal devices interconnected to 
o cable system shall comply with the 
appropriate requirements of Part IS [See 
$ 35.4{m)|. 

3. Section 76.617 is proposed to be 
revised to read as follows: 


§ 76.617 Responsibility for receiver¬ 
generated or cable system terminal device- 
generated Interference. 

Interference generated by a radio or 
television receiver or a cable system 
terminal device shall be the 
responsibility of the operator of the 
receiver or the operator of the terminal 
device in accordance with the 
provisions of Part 15. Subparts C, II or) 
of Part 76 of this chapter, as appropriate: 
Provided however That the operator of 
a cable system to which the receiver or 
terminal device is connected shall be 
responsible for the suppression of 
receiver-generated or terminal device- 
generated interference that is caused by 
RF energy that is introduced into the 
system at the receiver or the terminal 
device. 

|FR Doc. 85-25102 Filed 10-21-65; 8:45 aru| 

BILLMO COOC #712-01-41 


47 CFR Part 90 

| PR Docket 85-302; FCC 85-5481 

Amendment of Rules Governing the 
Application Filing Procedures for the 
800 MHz Land Mobile Band 

agency: Federal Communications 
Commission. 

action: Notice of Proposed Rule 
Making. 

summary: The Commission has adopted 
a Notice of Proposed Rule Making 
proposing the amendment of its rules 
governing the application filing 
procedures for the 800 MHz Land Mobile 
Band, in order to reduce paperwork 
burdens on licensees. 

OATES: Comments must be filed on or 
before November 25.1985 and reply 
comments on or before December 10. 
1965. 

ADDRESS: Federal Communications 
Commission. 1919 M Street NW„ 
Washington, D.C. 20554. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. W. 

Riley Hollingsworth, Private Radio 
Bureau. Land Mobile, and Microwave 
Division. Compliance Branch. (202) 632- 
7125. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

List of Subjects In 47 CFR Part 90 
Private Land Mobile Radio Service. 

Proposed Rulemaking 

In the matter of amendment of Port 9U of 
the Commission*# Rule# Governing the 
application filing procedure# for SMRS 
operator# and end-user# in the BOO Ml Iz 
Private Land Mobile Band; PR Docket; No. 
85-302. 
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Adopted: October 9, 1985. 

Released. October 17,1985. 

By the Commission. 

Introduction 

1. The Commission is considering 
streamlining its licensing procedures in 
order to decrease the burdens placed on 
Specialized Mobile Radio System 
operators and end-users (customers). 
Specialized Mobile Radio Systems, 
known as “SMRS’s”, were established 
in 1974 in Docket 18262 as a new class 
of stations to be licensed in the Business 
Radio Service. These systems operate in 
a fashion similar to so-called community 
repeaters, which have been and 
continue to be employed in the private 
dispatch service, except that under the 
trunked SMRS concept (1) the base 
station equipment supplier is the 
licensee of a transmitter which is used 
to provide a private carrier 
communications service to eligible*, and 
(2) the SMRS end-users have access to a 
number of channels instead of just one. 
Channel access is controlled by a 
computer which gives a user the first 
available channel or places the user in a 
waiting line to be served in turn. This 
technique allows the user a higher grade 
of service than is possible in 
comparably loaded non-trunked systems 
by reducing both the amount of waiting 
time for a channel and the probability 
that the user's call will be blocked. 

SMRS users are licensed for the 
frequencies assigned to the SMRS 
operator. Another significant departure 
from the traditional private regulatory 
approach in Docket No. 18262 was the 
awarding of exclusive channel 
assignments to trunked system 
operators. Channels are assigned on an 
exclusive basts in a geographic area 1 

2. We have identified three possible 
areas wh»'re the paperwork burdens 
upon these licensees as well as the 
Commission staff could be greatly 
eased. First, we proposed to simplify the 
licensing procedures necessitated by 
increases or decreases in the number of 
channels assigned to on SMRS operator. 
Second, we propose to simplify the 
licensing procedures required of end- 
users in cases of assignments. Finally, 
wc propose to simplify the licensing 
procedures for an SMRS end-user who 
desires to obtain communications 
service from more than one SMRS 
operator. 

Background 

3. Rules 90.135 la)(l), (a)lftj and (a)(7) 
[47 CFR 90.135 (a)(1), (a)(6). (a)(7)) 

1 With limittii exception* fbe mm# chunnrbran 
i*? rrii«*i#nctl rvery 70 mill* ihroughnut the 
country S#c Ruk 90.W2<c) 


require an application for modification 
by both base station and end-user 
licensees whenever there is a change in 
authorized frequency, area of mobile 
operation, or ownership, control or 
corporate structure. 

4. An SMRS operator is eligible to 
apply for additional frequencies when 
its existing system becomes 80% loaded 
with mobile and control units. Pursuant 
to the above rules, whenever an SMRS 
operator is granted additional 
frequencies as a result of being fully 
loaded on its existing system, end-users 
must file modification applications so 
that their mobile licenses will reflect the 
change. The same procedure is required 
when an SMRS loses channels as a 
result of the Commission’s channel 
recovery program.* This con require the 
filing of dozens of modification 
applications for each based station 
modification. This results in very 
significant burdens on the SMRS 
operator, the end-users and the 
Commission staff. 

5. Similarly, when an end user seeks 
service on more than one system, it must 
file an application for modification of its 
license so that the license reflects the 
frequencies of each SMR system it 
operates on. This is often done in cases 
where the end-user has mobiles 
travelling over a wide area. 

6. When an SMRS is assigned to a 
new buyer, a similar burden is created. 
For example, if a 5 channel SMRS 
serving 500 mobiles bought another 5 
channel system, even if each end user 
had 10 mobiles, 50 applications would 
have to be Hied by end-users to give 
them authority to operate over the new 
ten channel system* With approximately 
2500 SMR systems servicing over 44,000 
end-users, the.potentiai paperwork 
burden resulting from these 
requirements is significant. 

Proposal 

7. We propose to amend our 
application filing procedures in three 
instances: 

1. The need to modify end-user 
licenses when SMRS base station 
licenses are assigned. 

2. The need lo modify end-user 
licenses whenever there is an increase 
or decrease in channels assigned to an 
SMRS operator. 


1 Tli* Commiaiiun ha* e«Ubti»heii rcandttlorv 
construction #ml roobik Icvtdin# stiMdrmU for thi» 
ttiviot. Channel-* which bit nol conttructed or 
loaded at required under the rule* arc rc«»ignt*<t to 
othrr Ucent*#* for Ihrir ute To dale I.TttS channel* 
hav* been recavrrvd from underutilized nr 
uncoufttrunfed station* and made avnUwblo to 
waiting lit! applicants in rn*)ar Hints 


3. The need to modify end-user 
licenses every time the licensee wishes 
to operate on additional SMR systems. 

8. We propose that SMRS end-users 
be authorized to operate on any 
frequency licensed to the SMRS 
operators from whom they obtain 
service. SMRS end-users will not be 
required to modify their authorizations 
to add or delete frequencies every time 
there is a change in frequencies 
authorized to their SMRS operator. 

9. In cases where SMRS end-users 
obtain service from more than one 
SMRS operator, we propose to eliminate 
the need for the end user lu modify its 
license. Instead a letter notification 
would be required. The end user would 
be counted for loading purposes only on 
the original SMRS system it operates on. 

10. In cases of assignments of system, 
we propose to allow the assignee to 
furnish a list of end-users from which 
the Licensing staff can make necessary 
notations to license records indicating 
the end-users’ host SMRS. Actual 
submission of end-user licenses for 
modification would not be required. An 
assignment application for the SMRS 
bose station wil). of course, still be 
required. 

11. In each of the situations described 
above, il an end-user desires to alter the 
total number of mobiles and controls 
authorized or make technical changes, a 
modification of the license would still bo 
required- This would be done by filing a 
form 574 application, the standard 
procedure under our present rules. 

Regulatory Flexibility Analysis 

12. Pursuant to the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act of 1980, the Commission 
finds as follows: 

I. Reason for Action 

This proposal would simplify 
application procedures for private land 
mobile SMRS systems in the 80U Ml \v. 
band. 

II. Objective 

This proposal would reduce the 
number of modification applications 
required to be filed by SMRS operators 
and end-users in three instances: 
assignments of systems: gains or losses 
In channels due to loading: and 
instances of service provided by more 
than one SMRS operator. 

III. Legal Basis 

The proposed action is authorized 
under sections 4ft). 303(f). 303(g), 303(r), 
and 331(a) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, which authorize 
the Commission to make such rules and 
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regulations as may be necessary to 
improve the efficiency of spectrum use. 

IV. Description. Potential Impact and 
Number of Small Entities Affected 

The proposed action would lessen 
paperwork burdens on all users of 
Specialized Mobile Radio services as 
well as entrepreneurs providing the 
services. 

V. Reporting. Recordkeeping and other 
Compliance Requirements 

No new requirements will be imposed 
upon Private I.and Mobile Radio Service 
licensees. 

VI. Federal Rules which Overlap. 
Duplicate or Conflict with this Rule 

None. 

Vil. Significant Alternatives 

There are no significant alternatives 
which would accomplish our stated 
objective of simplifying the paperwork 
burden on Private Radio Service 
licensees. Additionally, retaining the 
states quo represents a continuing 
burden on those licensees. 

13. For purposes of this non-restrictcd 
notice and comment rule making 
proceeding, members of the public are 
advised that ex parte contacts ore 
permitted from the time the Commission 
adopts a notice of proposed rule making 
until the time a public notice is issued 
stating that a substantive disposition of 
the matter is to be considered at a 
forthcoming meeting or until a final 
order disposing of the matter is adopted 
by the Commission, whichever is earlier. 
In general, an ex parte presentation is 
any written or oral communication 
(other than formal written comments/ 
pleadings and formal oral arguments) 
between a person outside the 
Commission and a Commissioner or a 
member of the Commission’s staff which 
addresses the merits of the proceeding. 
Any person who submits a written ex 
parte presentation must serve a copy of 
that presentation on the Commission’s 
Secretary for inclusion in the public file. 
Any person who makes an oral ex parte 
presentation addressing matters not 
fully covered in any previously filed 
written comments for the proceeding, 
must prepare a written summary of that 
presentation. On the day of that oral 
presentation, a written summary must 
be served on the Commission's 
Secretary for inclusion in the public file, 
with a copy to the Commission official 
receiving the oral presentation. Each ex 
parte presentation described above 
must state on its face that the Secretary 


has been served, and must also state by 
docket number the proceeding to which 
it relates. See generally. § 1.1231 of the 
Commission's Rules. 47 CFR $ 1.1231. 

14. This action is taken pursuant to 
section 4(i). 303(c). 303(f). 303(g). 303(r). 
and 331 of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended. 47 U.S.C. § 154(i). 
303(f). 303(g). 303(r) and 332. Interested 
persons may file comments on this 
proposal on or before November 25, 

1985. and reply comments on or before 
December 10,1985. All relevant and 
timely comments filed in accordance 
with Rules 1.415 and 1.419 (47 CFR 1.415 
and 1.419) will be considered by the 
Commission before final action is taken 
in this proceeding. In reaching its 
decision, the Commission may lake into 
consideration information and ideas not 
contained in the comments, provided 
that such information is placed in the 
public file, and provided that the 
Commission's reliance on such 
information is noted in its final decision. 

15. In accordance with the provisions 
of Rule 1.419 (47 CFR 1.419), formal 
participants shall file an original and 
five copies of their comments and other 
materials. Participants wishing each 
Commissioner to have a personal copy 
of their comments should file an original 
and 11 copies. Members of the general 
public who wish to express their interest 
by participating informally may do so by 
submitting one copy of their comments 
without regard to form (as long as the 
docket number is clearly stated in the 
heading). All documents will be 
available for public inspection during 
regular business hours in the 
Commission’s Public Reference Room at 
its headquarters in Washington, D.C. 

18. For further information concerning 
this rule making contact W. Riley 
Hollingsworth, Chief of the Compliance 
Branch. Land Mobile and Microwave 
Division. Private Radio Bureau. Federal 
Communications Commission. 
Washington. D.C. 20554. (202) 632-7125. 

Federal Communications Commission. 
William |. Trirarico. 

Secretary. 

Appendix 

Part 90 of Chapter I of Title 47 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is proposed 
to be amended as follows: 

PART 90—PRIVATE LAND MOBILE 
RADIO SERVICES 

1. The authority citation for 47 CFR 
Part 90 continues to read: 

Authority: Secs. 4. 303.46 stal., as amended. 
1068. 1082; 47 U.S.C. 154. 303. 


2. Section 90.135 is amended as set 
forth below by adding a new paragraph 
(c) (1). Existing paragraphs (c)(1) and 
(c)(2) arc redesignated paragraphs (c)(2J 
and (c)(3) respectively. 

§90.135 Modification of license. 

• • • • • 

(c)(1) Where the change noted in 
paragraph (a)(1). (a)(8) or (a)(7) is due to 
assignment of SMR base station, 
increase or reduction in frequencies 
assigned to SMR base station, or the 
users’ acquiring service from additional 
SMR base stations, notification by letter 
to the Private Radio Bureau Licensing 
Division rather than an application for 
modification of license is required for 
end-user licensees. 

• • • • • 

[PR Doc. 85-25105 Filed 10-21-8S: 8:45 ami 

BILLING COOt 


I PR Docket No. 83-426) 

47 CFR Part 94 

Amendment of the Commission s 
Rules To Authorize Private Carrier 
Systems In the Private Operational 
Fixed Microwave Radio Service 

agency: Federal Communications 
Commission. 

action: Order Extending Time to File 
Comments and Reply Comments. 

summary: The Commission has received 
a joint motion from the Central 
Committee on Telecommunications of 
the American Petroleum Institute and 
the Utilities Telecommunications 
Council seeking an extension of the time 
to comment on the Further Notice of 
Proposed Rule Making in this 
proceeding. By this action the 
Commission has granted the joint 
motion by extending the deadline for 
comments and reply comments to 
November 21,1985 and December 23, 
1985 respectively. 
dates: Comments are now due on 
November 21,1985: Reply comments are 
now due on December 23,1985. 
address: Federal Communications 
Commission. Washington, D.C. 20554. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mary Beth Hess. Private Radio Bureau, 
Land Mobile and Microwave Division 
(202) 634-2443. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

list of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 94 

Private operational-fixed microwave 
radio service. Radio. 
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Order 

In the mattirr of om-ndm^nl of Part <M of 
the Commission's Rules and Regulations to 
Authorise Private Carrie? Systems tn the 
Private Opera liana!-FI veil Micro w tve RuiJio 
Service. PK Docket No, A3-42ft 

Adopted Ocfotwr 11. 19R5: 

Released- October 1ft, 1985. 

By the Chief. Private Radio Bureau. 

1 On September 12.1985. the 
Commission released a Further Notice 
of Proposed Rule Making 1 to permit 
licensees in the Private Operational- 
Fixed Microwave Radio Service (OFSJ 
to lease capacity on their private 
microwave systems for the transmission 
of common carrier communications by 
non-dominant common carriers. 
Comments art* due October 21, 198S and 
reply comments November 5.1985. The 
Central Committee on 
Telecommunications of the American 
Petroleum Institute (Central Committee) 
and the Utilities Telecommunications 
Council (UTC) have filed a joint motion 
for an extension of time in which to file 
comments in this proceeding. They 
request the comment period be extended 
until November 21,1985 and the reply 
comment period until December 23, 

1985. 

2. In support of their joint motion. 
Central Committee and UTC state that 
the additional time is necessary to 
develop and submit meaningful 
comments and reply comments. They 
note that both entities are scheduled to 
conduct meetings within the next month 
and wish to discuss with thier members 
the issues addressed in the Further 
Notice. The extension will allow them to 
prepare comments based on the 
discussions and responses from their 
meetings. 

3. We recognize the complexity of the 
issues involved in this proceeding. 
Therefore, an extension of time will be 
granted. Accordingly. IT IS ORDERED, 
pursuant to the authority set forth in 
Section 0 331 of the Commission's Rules, 
that interest* d parties an? to Hie 
comments by November 21. 1985 and 
reply comments by December 23.1985 

4 The point of contact in this matter Is 
Mary Beth Hess uf the Rules Branch, 
bond Mobile and Microwave Division. 
(202) 634-2143. 

Federal Communications Commission 
Robert S. For»*ancr, 

Chief, Private Radio Bureau. 

|FR Doc. 85-25103 FiM KKm-65: 845 um[ 

BILIW4Q COO€ «71?-01 M 


' 50 FR 37ST8: Seplrmh^r Uk line. 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration 

49CFR Part 571 

lOockat No. 85-15; Notice 1) 

Federal Motor Vehicle Safety 
Standards; Lamps. Reflective Devices 
and Associated Equipment 

AGENCY: National Highw ay Traffic 
Safety Administration (NHTSA). DOT. 
action: Notice of request for comments. 

SUMMARY: NHTSA is conducting h 
comprehensive review of the 
headlighting requirements of Federal 
Motor Vehicle Safety Standard No. 108 
Lamps . Reflective Devu&s, and 
Associated Equipment The purpose of 
the review is to identify regulatory 
requirements that may be simplified or 
eliminated, while being consistent with 
motor vehicle safety. The agency has 
concentrated its efforts into five 
principal areas. The first is the • 
feasibility of a standard directed toward 
on-board original equipment 
headlighting performance rather than 
toward performance of individual after¬ 
market headlamps in a laboratory 
environment. The second is the 
desirability of specifications for 
headlamp life. The third concerns the 
necessity of dimensional specifications 
for headlamp equipment. The fourth is 
the issue of headlamp aim. The fifth is 
the elimination of obsolete photometric 
requirements. The notice discusses each 
issue in detail, and solicits information 
in response to specific questions related 
to each area. 

DATE: Comments are due January 21 

im 

address: Comments should refer to the 
docket and notice numbers set forth 
above and be submitted (preferably in 
10 copies) to National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration, 400 Seventh 
Street SW.. Washington. D C. 20590. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Deborah L Parker. Office of 
Rulemaking. National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration, 400 Seventh 
Street SW.. Washington. D.C. 20590 
(202-126-2264). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 

September 9.1966, the National Traffic 
and Motor Vehicle Safety Act was 
enacted. It required the issuance of 
initial Federal motor vehicle safety 
standards based upon then-existing 
safety standards by the end of January 
1967. Pursuant to this mandate. Federal 
requirements for motor vehicle lighting 
were promulgated: Federal Motor 


Vehicle Safety Standard No. 108 Lamps. 
Reflective Devices, and Associated 
Equipment llus standard, inter u/io. 
established headlighting requirements 
applicable to multipurpose passenger 
vehicles, trucks, and buses, whose 
overall width was 80 inches or more and 
which were manufactured on and after 
January 1,1908. The standard became 
applicable to all other motor vehicles 
(except of course, trailers) 
manufactured on and after January 1. 
1969, Coverage was extended to 
replacement heudhghting equipment 
manufactured on and after January 1. 
1972, 

Initially the requirements were solely 
those of the Society of Automotive 
Engineers. SAF. Standard J579a Sealed 
Beam Headlamp Units for Motor 
Vehicles. August 1965, and SAF. J580u 
Seeled Beam Headlamp . |uno 1966. The 
two SAE Standards defined 
performance characteristics for two 
types of seuled beam headlighting 
systems, these characteristics included 
upper and lower beam photometric 
muximu and minima as measured at 
discrete test points, capability for 
mechanical aim as represented by three 
pads on the face of the lens preaimed 
during manufacture to form an aiming 
plane, aiming adjustment tests, and 
retaining ring requirements. The SAE 
Standards, which were incorporated by 
reference, themselves referenced 
additional SAF. requirements which 
have been considered to be 
incorporated into Standard No. 108 by 
subreference. These included vibration 
and corrosion tests specified hy SAK 
Standard J575 Tests for Motor Vehicle 
Lighting Devices and Components. June 
1966, SAE f571 b Dimensional 
Specifications for Sealed Beam 
Headlamp Units April 1965. including 
the mounting ring and retaining ring, and 
electrical und life specificotinns of SAE 
Standard J573a Lamp Bulbs and Sealed 
Units. November 1964. These 
requirements and/or some subsequent 
S/VE updates remain the basic 
regulatory requirements for all motor 
vehicle headlamps today. 

In an effort to move toward a less 
design restrictive standard. NHTSA 
amended Standard No. 108 in 1983 to 
allow an alternative to sealed beam 
systems (the originally allowed two 
types of sealed beam systems have been 
expanded by Standard No. 108 over the 
years to the presently allowed six 
systems). Design restrictions previously 
imposed on the size and shape of 
headlamps were eliminated, provided 
that the headlamp incorporated a 
standardized replaceable light source 
whose mechanical design was 
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established by a comprehensive Figure 3 
in Standard No. 108. The photometric 
performance and capability of 
mcchunical aim remained unchanged. 

The alternative headlamp 
incorporated a replaceable light source 
with an O-ring seal in its base that is 
intended to provide a barrier to moisture 
und contaminants, which is somewhat 
equivalent to the permanent seal of the 
sealed beam lamp. In exchange for 
providing a light source meeting the 
comprehensive design requirements of 
Figure 3 of the standard, manufacturers 
were afforded complete design freedom 
as to size and shape of the lamp 
incorporating the light source. This move 
to allow an alternative headlighting 
system was a first step toward 
eliminating some of the unnecessary 
design restriction? in the standard, but it 
has been criticized as being itself too 
design restrictive, since it specifies 
dimensions and performance 
characteristics of the tight source. Thus, 
the agency has received an 
unprecedented number of petitions 
seeking amendments of headlighting 
requirements. Petitions have been 
received to modify dimensions orginally 
adopted for the light source, to allow 
multiple standardized replaceable light 
sources in headlighting systems, to 
allow alternative replaceable light 
sources other than that currently 
specified, to permit different 
photometries, and to ullow coordinated 
aiming of pairs of headlamps. In 
addition, a petition has been received to 
allow a new type of headlighting system 
consisting of eight miniature headlamps. 
Lighting systems are being developed in 
F.urope with a beam aperture (lens) the 
size of an ordinary business card. In 
short, the 1980s have become a decade 
of new headlighting concepts and 
experiments. Their evaluation is to some 
extent restricted by headlighting 
regulations in effect in the industrialized 
countries of the world; their adoption 
most certainly is affected by these 
regulations. 

Recognizing the technological validity 
of many of these concepts and the fact 
that they cannot be realized in an 
unduly burdensome regulatory climate. 
NHTSA has embarked upon a review of 
the headlighting requirements of 
Standard No. 108 with the goal of 
eliminating those that are determined to 
be no longer necessary for the safety of 
the motoring public. NHTSA has 
identified five principal areas of 
possible regulatory reform, und wishes 
to present these candidates for 
discussion, comments, and 
recommendations by interested persons. 
After the agency has more dearly . 


defined and determined the implications 
for safety, it plans to issue a notice with 
specific proposals for a more 
performance-oriented headlighting 
standard. 

1. Coverage of the Standard: The 
Systems Approach and/or the 
Equipment Approach 

There are two basic types of Federal 
motor vehicle safety standards; those 
that establish minimum performance 
levels for motor vehicles, and those that 
establish levels for individual items of 
motor vehicle equipment used for both 
original and replacement equipment 
purposes. Illustrative of the former is 
Standard No. 105 Hydraulic brake 
systems. The vehicle is required to meet 
certain stopping distance requirements, 
but the design of the components of the 
system such as brake shoes or brake 
linings is left to the vehicle 
manufacturer. On the other hand, 
Standard No. 106 Brake hoses covers an 
equipment item; it requires all brake 
hoses to be manufactured to conform to 
its requirements, whether used as 
original or replacement equipment, and 
for new vehicles to be equipped with 
conforming brake hoses. Because of its 
extensive coverage of individual 
equipment items and specifications for 
tests conducted in laboratory 
environments. Standard No. 108 is more 
like an equipment standard than a 
vehicle standard. This basic approach to 
headlamp regulation is also in effect in 
other areas where headlamp 
manufacturers are located such as 
Japan. Canada, and Western Europe. 

Standard No. 108 today meets the 
need for motor vehicle safety in a two- 
step process. First, headlamps must * 
perform to a specified photometric level, 
Second, they must be placed within 
designated bounds on a motor vehicle, 
so that the vehicle can perform to a 
specified photometric level. Under a 
vehicle standard, the first step would be 
eliminated; by specifying an acceptable 
photometric level for the vehicle itself, 
there would be no further need, as 
NHTSA set it, to specify location, size, 
and number of headlamps. 

There are some considerations to this 
approach. The first is the point at which 
light should be measured: Should it be at 
the seeing eye point of the driver, or at 
the points on the road where the light 
falls? NHTSA is not well versed in the 
overall quality and sensitivity of light¬ 
measuring equipment and its capability 
to be positioned and to function at the 
average driver’s seeing eye point. Other 
factors such as reflectivity, field-uf- 
view. and windshield light 
transmittance must also be considered 
NHTSA would welcome comments on 


the feasibility of this approach. In the 
case of measuring light on the road, 
current photometric test points on the 
test screen could be translated into 
points on the road. Were this approach 
adopted, it presumably would require a 
test chamber long enough to measure 
light at the seeing distance point—now 
220 feet—and wide enough to measure 
glare light as proiected along the sight 
line of the oncoming driver. 

Construction of such chambers would 
entail an expense by industry that is not 
presently imposed. Another option 
possibly would be to use an existing 
section of road or a test track with limits 
on grade, ambient light and reflectivity. 
NHTSA seeks comments on whether 
this could be done in a way that would 
assure consistency of tests and test 
results. 

A further alternative would be to 
translate the road test points into test 
points on the screen. The screen could 
be located perpendicular to the vehicle’s 
foward direction of travel. The"V* 
(vertical) axis would be formed either 
by a plane that is extended from the left 
edge of the vehicle or by a simulated 
road centerline. The "H” (horizontal) 
axis would either be at. or some 
specified distance below, the sight line 
of an oncoming driver in a standard¬ 
sized automobile. The H axis could be 
located below the sight line to account 
for the lower eye position of drivers who 
are approaching on a grade or who arc 
at a further distance than the position of 
the test screen can indicate. The 
distance from the screen to the vehicle 
w r ould also be specified and would of 
course affect the final position of the 
sight line/H axis. 

The approach of a vehicle standard 
also raises issues with respect to 
replacement lamps. Simply testing an 
aftermarket headlamp by current 
Standard No. 108 requirements may not 
be adequate. A lump that performs 
properly as. for example, a right 
headlamp in a set of five may bo 
inadequate for use as one in a set of 
three. This suggests that with an on- 
vehicle performance standard the 
photometric unit is the headlamp system 
rather than any individual lamp. 
Replacement headlamps would have to 
be tested within the context of the 
headlighting system in which they were 
intended to function. For sealed beam 
headlamps, the test system would 
consist of a setup with all headlamps in 
the same configuration as on the original 
vehicle. For replaceable bulb 
headlamps, the original equipment lens/ 
reflector units would have to be part of 
the test system as well in order to test 
the bulb. The vehicle manufacturer 
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would have to specify the test 
configuration for each vehicle and the 
bulb manufacturer would havt? to 
indicate which vehicles and which 
headlamp positions each bulb was 
meant to fit. This approach appears 
feasible. But it would seen to require an 
alternative form of regulation: Such as a 
requirement that manufacturers label on 
the vehicle or lamp and on each bulb, as 
to which headlamp components fit with 
which others, and into which vehicle 
headlight systems and positions they fit. 

There is some precedent for this in the 
interrelationship between the passenger 
car tire and rim standards, Standards 
Nos 109 and 110. The vehicle is labeled 
to indicate the propel tire size. Each tire 
manufacturer has to insure that the tire 
and rim matching information (i.e., the 
design load at various inflation 
pressures) is available through one of 
several designated standards 
organizations or else make the 
information available itself. This 
standardizes the load limits for each tire 
size. When the tire is replaced, the* 
placard indicates that any tire with that 
size disignatinn will handle the toad 
requirements of the vehicle. 

A similar system could be instituted 
for replacement headlamps and 
components in a system-oriented 
standard. Each vehicle and headlamp 
component could be cross-referenced by 
vehicle placards, label* embossed on 
the lamp, and listing of performance 
data, issued either by standards 
organizations or by NHTSA. In this way, 
replacements could be matched properly 
with original equipment systems, and be 
assured of complying with new-vehicle 
photometric requirements. 

A vehicle-only standard would cover 
only slightly more than one-third of the 
headlighting market. It is estimated that 
slightly more than one third of the 
headlamps sold yearly in the United 
States are for use as original equipment. 
It therefore would not seen consistent 
with motor vehicle safety to repeal all 
^ofety standards for the remaining two- 
;1 rd?;the market. Thi 9 percentage 
could be reduced by requiring that the 
new headlamps be designed to peiform 
for the lifetime of the vehicle, since the 
two thirds of the U.S, sales which 
comprise the aftermarket is composed of 
approximately 45% due to burnout and 
no arty 20 L Y due to accident and stone 
d»tmage. Under this concept, the 
aftermarket would decline to some 
lower percentage (i.e,. close to 20 
percent) than presently exists—those 
needed to replace damaged units and 
those to replace units which prematurely 
burned out. (The source for these data is 
C jrrent Industrial Reports. Electric 


Lamps. Summary for the Year* 1978- 
1982. Bureau of the Census. IJ S. 
Department of Commerce.) 

In summary, the options are. as 
NHTSA sees them: (a) Retain the 
present equipment-oriented standard 
with on-board location parameters, 
which covers 100% of the market; (b) 
substitute a vehicle-oriented systems 
standard, and regulate the vehicle for 
performance with original equipment, 
which would cover approximately one- 
third of the market; (c) regulate the 
vehicle for performance hut require that 
headlamps be designed for the life of the 
vehicle, which would cover about 80% of 
the market (issues regarding headlamp 
life expectancy are discussed in section 
II below), and (d) regulate the vehicle 
for performance while requiring that 
manufacturers label the vehicle and 
lamp components to indicate how they 
fit with each other, which would cover 
100% of the market. In consideration of 
the foregoing, NHTSA seeks comments 
on the following issues w ith respect to 
each option. It would be helpful if 
responses indicated the section and 
question number in the sequence given 
in this notice, i.e., the first question 
below 1-1. 

1-1. The ramification* for safety of 
each alternative. 

1-2. The costs and benefits of each 
alternative. 

1-3. If the vehicle rather than 
equipment (or in addition to equipment 
as in option (d) above) is regulated, the 
manner in which photometric testing 
should be conducted. 

M. The effects upon the aftermarket. 

1-5. The effects upon consumers* 
ability to replace hcadlamps/bulbs. 

II. Ufe Expectancy of Headlamps 

There are three principal components 
of equipment durability: its integrity (for 
example, there shall be no leakage of 
fluid after the brake tests conducted in 
accordance with Standard No 105), 
environmental resistance (such a* the 
ability of a replaceable bulb headlamp 
to puss the photometric test of Standard 
No. 108 after a corrosion test), and 
longevity (under Standard No. the 
windshield washer must function for 800 
cycles). 

Currently, Standard No. 108 specifies 
longevity requirements for certain 
headlighting equipment but not for 
others. The large rectangular 
headlamp—'Type 2Bl (paragraph S4.1.1), 
the new Type F. and the standardized 
replaceable light source (paragraph 
S4.l l.38(b)(1)) require that at 14 volts 
the average life of the bulb shall be 320 
hours for the lower beam and 150 hours 
for the upper. There are no requirements 
for Type A, C, D. or E sealed beam 


headlamps which comply with SAE 
1579c (Types A. C. and D can also 
comply with SAE |579a which does have 
a longevity requirement. However. SAE 
|570a is obsolete since no major 
manufacturer has built bulbs to !h»>*c 
specifications for several years). 

NHTSA knows of no apparent safety 
basis for maintaining a lifetime 
requirement for some lamps but not 
others. The options, therefore, as 
NHTSA sees them are: (a) To delete all 
longevity requirements from Standard 
No. 108; (b) to delete all longevity 
requirements but require manufacturers 
to rate life expectancy on the lamp/bulb 
package (i.e , provide consumer 
information similar to that provided for 
household light bulbs); (c) to extend 
current longevity requirements to other 
types of headiighting systems; (d) to 
require that the headlamp last for the 
life of the vehicle; and (e) to retain the 
existing requirements. 

The issues to be considered with each 
option, and for which NHTSA seeks 
specific comments are: 

11-1. The ramifications for safety. 

11-2. The costs and benefits to both 
consumers and manufacturers. The 
issues with regard to option (e). that the 
headlamp lost for the life of the vehicle, 
are: 

II—3. A definition of “lifetime** for 
passenger care, trucks, buses, 
multipurpose passenger vehicles. 

1M. The technical feasibility of a 
lifetime headlamp meeting the 
photometries of Standard No. 108. 

11-5. Whether photometric 
requirements of a lifetime headlamp 
tvould need to differ from current 
Standard No. 108 tesl point values. 

II—0. The effect of environmental 
factors (e g. vibration, corrosion) upon 
the lifetime capability of the lamp on the 
road. 

II—7. Whether a lifetime headlamp 
would affect the safety performance of 
the vehicle, either adversely or 
favorably. 

H-8. The appropriate specification* to 
assure lifetime performance (i.e.. hours 
of serv ice, vibration, corrosion). 

11-9. The cost for a lifetime headlamp 
with respect to: 

a The lamp or its components. 

b The secondary effects such as 
demand on electrical systems, and 
reduction of fuel economy. 

11-10. The specific tradeoffs among 
photometries, wattage, costs (primary 
and secondary) and other areas were a 
lifetime headlamp to be required. 

11-11. Whether and how replacement 
equipment should be regulated. 

NHTSA asks that responses indicate 
their applicability to sealed beam 
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headlamps, and the individual 
components of replaceable bulb 
headlamps such as reflector/lens 
assemblies and bulbs. 

III. Elimination of Dimensional 
Specifications 

The primary purpose for which 
Standard No. 108 specifics dimensions 
for sealed beam headlamps, light 
sources for replaceable bulb headlamps, 
and other headlighting components is to 
assure interchangeability, so that proper 
replacement equipment shall be readily 
available, shall fit only in the proper 
receptacle to assure a photometrically 
correct system, and shall perform with 
the equivalence of the original lighting 
equipment. The sufety argument in favor 
of design restrictions was perhaps best 
expressed by Chief Judge Phillips of the 
Sixth Circuit Court of Appeals in his 
1973 decision upholding NHTSA's 
specification for a rectangular headlamp 
of a single size: M . . . the overall safety 
and reliability of a headlamp system 
depends to a certain extent upon the 
wide availability of replacement lamps, 
which in turn depends upon 
standardization. Therefore, uniformity 
of headlamp size is on element of 
headlamp performance. Design freedom 
would inhibit safety . . . " [Chrysler 
Corp. v. DOT, 515 F.2d 1053, at ia58). 

With respect to seated beam 
headlamps, dimensions relating to fit of 
the lamp into the housing are prescribed 
for the size and shape of the lamp, and 
for its retaining flange, seating plane 
lugs, electrical prongs, and headlamp 
mounting ring notches. With regard to 
photometries, the number of headlamps 
and their location relative to each other 
are prescribed, as are mounting height 
and maximum wattage. Headlamp 
covers are prohibited. 

For replaceable bulb headlamps, 
dimensions are prescribed for the bulb 
capsule, bulb black cap, base, reflector 
socket O-ring seal, and for the location 
of the filaments relative to the lens/ 
reflector assembly. With regard to 
photometries, the number of headlamps 
and their location relative to each other 
are prescribed, as are mounting height 
and maximum wattage. Headlamps 
covers are permitted. 

There are arguments to be made for 
either continuing or relieving these 
design restrictions. They were orginally 
imposed through a consensus of State 
motor vehicle administrators in the late 
1930's that the situation then existing 
with complete design freedom was so 
chaotic that order had to be imposed. 
Accordingly, beginning with 1940 model 
cars, a standardized headlamp was 
introduced, a sealed beam unit of 7 
inches diameter. Over the years, five 


additional types of sealed beam 
headlamps have been introduced 
gradually without a return to the 
problems that gave rise to 
standardization. An argument can be 
made that this is because the 
distribution and inventory systems are 
for more extensive and sophisticated 
today then they were 50 years ago. 

Those who support dimensional 
specifications relating to the fit of the 
lamp into the housing might argue that 
without them, manufacturers of 
headlamps, headlamp components, and 
vehicles will no longer have a common 
understanding of dimensional 
requirements to assure proper fitting of 
manufactured parts. Those who oppose 
these dimensional requirements might 
reply that the market place will ensure 
an acceptable amount of commonality, 
and that dimensional specifications are 
properly the function of a standard 
setting organization (such as the SAF. 
from whence the sealed beam 
specifications originated) rather than the 
Federal government 

Finally, without these dimensions, it 
could be argued, the consumer may 
choose parts that can be assembled into 
a photometrically incorrect headlamp, 
such as fitting the wrong bulb into a 
lens/reflector unit. Such a possibility. 
NHTSA believes, can be reduced 
through advisory labels and other 
related materials. 

The agency stated previously that 
recently it has received an 
unprecedented number of petitions 
seeking amendments of headlighting 
requirements. The majority of these are 
concerned with dimensional 
requirements—from the size and shape 
of sealed beam headlamps to the 
location of filaments in replaceable bulb 
headlamps. Thus, significant agency 
resources are engaged in this area, an 
urea in which uncertain, if any. safety 
benefits are involved and an area whose 
requirements clearly inhibit design 
innovation. 

With regard to dimensions relating to 
photometries (e.g. filament location) 
consideration of options relates back to 
consideration of a vehicle standard as 
discussed in section 1. 

Therefore. NHTSA seeks comments 
on the following issues: 

UI-1. The costs and benefits of 
eliminating dimensional specifications 
for fitting the headlamp into the housing: 

a. Under current circumstances, where 
nearly two-thirds of headlamps arc sold 
for replacement purposes. 

b. Under the assumption that 
headlamps were regulated as original 
vehicle equipment and designed for 
vehicle life so that less than 20% of 


headlamps would be sold for 
replacement purposes. 

Ill-- Under the assumption that some 
dimensions are to be retained, discuss 
the dimensions that arc critical to motor 
vehicle safety. 

Ill—3. These same issues as applied to 
elimination of dimensional 
specifications for photometries. 

IV. Headlamp Aim 

Intuitively, proper aiming of 
headlamps would appear necessary to 
asure that they provide the light 
required for the tasks of driving at night 
and under other considerations of 
reduced visibility, and that they not 
cause glare to oncoming drivers. 

How ever, it is difficult to come by 
research data or statistics indicating a 
direct or indirect causation of accidents 
attibutable to improper aim. 

The general aiming specifications of 
Standard No. 108 arc that headlamp 
aiming screws perform In a defined 
manner, that aim be capable of being 
held through 20 adjustments, that there 
be capability of aim of 4 degrees in both 
the horizontal and vertical directions, 
that there be an adjustable light beam 
axis, and that headlamps be capable of 
aiming with ordinary tools. The 
capability of mechanical aim is provided 
by the specification that the lamp have 
three pads on its lens which form an 
aiming plane. 

There are three methods of headlamp 
aim in general use today: visual aim. 
optical aim. and mechanical aim. In 
visual aiming, an individual views the 
light beam on a vertical surface such as 
a wall or a screen 25 feel from the 
headlamp in relation to the H-V lines 
(horizontal-vertical) and aims the lamp 
so that Us point of maximum intensity 
("hot spot") falls in the appropriate 
location on the vertical surface. In 
optical aiming, a machine is placed in 
front of the headlamp, and its 
condensing lens collects light and 
measures certain beam points to judge 
the accuracy of the aim. In mechanical 
aiming, a machine is attached directly, 
to the headlamp by being fitted over the 
three pads on the lamp. 

Visual aiming is better suited to lamp* 
employing a beam pattern with a sharp 
cut-off. such as is found in the tvpical 
European lamp. When used with the 
softer, less defined U.S. beam pattern, 
an unavoidble element of subjectivity 
arises increasing the likelihood of 
improper aim. Optical aim also is more 
time consuming than mechanical aim 
and requires a subjective determination 
by the operator of the optical aiming 
device. 
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fn accordance with SAE practice since 
the adoption of sealed beam headlamps. 
Standard No. 108 requires that all 
headlamp* be capable of mechanical 
aim To NHTSA, mechanical aiming has 
been the most objective, simplest way to 
determine accuracy of aim. It is the 
method most frequently used in those 
State motor vehicle inspections which 
check aim at all. (NHTSA estimates the 
number of States which inspect for 
headlamp aim to be 21 and of those, 13 
use mechanical aiming devices). 
However the requirements of having an 
aiming plane and aiming pads are 
somewhat of on inhibition to styling 
freedom, as only certain configurations 
of aiming pads are permitted, to insure 
fit with the aimer. As the number of 
types of headlamps has grown, 
mechanical headlamp aiming has 
Income somewhat more cumbersome 
because of the necessity of providing 
adapters for the aimers so that they may 
be used with the new designs. 

Headlamp aiming comprises two 
components, aim in the horizontal plane 
(left-right) and in a vertical plane (up- 
down). Horizontal aim presents a lesser 
potential for glare than vertical aim, and 
is therefore a less critical component. It 
may be practicable, therefore, to design 
headlamps which do not require 
horizontal aim and permit vertical aim 
by use of a level-typo indicator mounted 
on the vehicle itself. 

With respect to the general issue of 
headlamp aimability NHTSA seeks 
comments on the following issues: 

IV—1, Whether an aiming requirement 
in the Federal standard is necessary for 
motor vehicle safety. 

1V-2. Whether there Is a relationship 
between aim and photometries, i.e., 
whether a brighter headlamp could be 
used if aim adjustment were reduced. 

1V-3. Whether there is a set of 
photometric specifications that is more 


amenable to simplified aiming 
procedures than the current 
requirements. 

IV-4. The cost and desirability of 
determining proper vertical aim through 
use of a level-type indicator mounted on 
the vehicle itself. 

1V-5. The dimensions, if any, that 
should be retained. With respect to 
mechanical aim: 

IV-6. The effects of mechanical aim 
upon motor vehicle safety. 

IV-7. The costs and benefits of 
eliminating mechanical aiming 
capability. 

lV-8. Alternatives to the existing 
specifications for capability' of 
mechanical aim. 

V. Photometric Performance of Sealed 
Headlamps 

There are three different photometric 
specifications allowed in Standard No. 
108. each applicable to some but not all 
headlamps. These arc specified in SAE 
J579a. SAE )579c, and Figure 15. 

Until 1976, only SAE J579a 
photometric, performance was permitted. 
The lower beam seeing distance point 
was located at Vst D-2H and had a range 
of from 0000 cd to 15.000 cd. The upper 
beam was aimed at Vz D-V and had a 
range of 20.000 cd to 37,500 cd. 

With the umending of Standard No. 
108 in 1976 to permit the Type B large 
rectangular lamp, and later in 1978 to 
permit "halogen technology*’ for all 
lamps, the standard was also amended 
to permit SAE 1579c photometry. The 
lower beam was aimed more to the left 
and had a higher intensity. The lower 
beam seeing point distance was now 
located at V5i D-lVfc R with a range of 
8,000 to 20.000 cd. The upper beam was 
now aimed higher, at H-V, with a higher 
performance range of 25.000 cd to 75,000 
cd 
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The Type F photometry of Figure 15 f 
Standard No. 108, was adopted with the 
92 x 150 mm, small rectangular four 
headlamp system in 1984 Intended t * 
give more seeing tight down the mud un 
lower beam, the lamps use the sum*. ;esl 
points as SAE J579c but have higher 
minimum values at some of them and a 
higher maximum value at one lower 
beam test point. 

Although headlamp Types A. C. and 13 
(small rectangular, large round and 
small round, respectively) are still 
allowed to comply with SAL J579a to llie 
best of NHTSA*# knowledge, very few 
manufacturers appear to be currently 
producing SAE J579a headlamps. 

The existence of three photometric 
requirements, one of which is for all 
practical purposes nearly obsolete, 
promotes unnecessary confusion and 
serves no apparent safety purposes 

Therefore, NHTSA seeks comments 
on the following issues: 

V—1. The ramifications for safety of 
eliminating SAE )579a as an alternative 
headlamp performance level for Types 
A. C, and D headlamps. 

V-2. The costs and benefits to 
manufacturers and consumers of 
eliminating SAE J579&. 

V-3. The desirability of developing a 
single set of photometric requirements 
for all headlamps. 

The program official and attorney 
primarily responsible for this notice are 
Deborah L. Parker and Z. Taylor Vinson 
respectively. 

lScc». 103,119, Pub L 89-563. 80 Slat. 718 <15 
U.S C, 1392,1407): delegations of authority at 
49 cm 1.50 and 49 CFR 501.8) 

Issued on October 16.1985 
Harry Felrice. 

Associate Administrator for Rutemah in#. 

[FR Doc. 85-25089 Filed 10-17-85; 1:41 pm) 

•0.UWG CODE 4910-S0-M 
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ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC 
PRESERVATION 

Programmatic Memorandum of 
Agreement Regarding Management of 
Historic Water Transportation Ditches 
Affected by Undertakings on the 
Wallowa-Whitman National Forest, OR 

agency: Advisory Cotinnil on Historic 

Preservation. 

action: Notice. 

summary: The Advisory Council on 
Historic Preservation proposes to 
execute a Programmatic Mem o ra ndum 
of Agreement pursuant to 5 800.8 of the 
Council’s regulations. "Protection of 
Historic and Cultural Properties" (36 
CFR Part 800), with the Forest Services. 
US. Department of Agriculture, and the 
Oregon State Historic Preservation 
Officer, providing for the management of 
historic water transportation ditches 
affected by undertakings on the 
Wailowa-Whilman National Forest in 
Oregon. The proposed Programmatic 
Memorandum of Agreement wilt 
establish a program for the 
identification, evaluation, mapping, 
partial protection, and management of 
these historic ditches in order to meet 
the requirements of section 108 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act (16 
U.S.C. 470f). 

COMMENTS DUE: November 21,1985. 
adoress: Executive Director. Advisory 
Council on Historic Preservation. 
Western Division of Project Review, 
Room 450, 730 Simms Street. Golden. 
Colorado 80401. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Robert Fink. Chief, Western Division of 
Project Review. 730 Simms Street. Room 
450. Golden. CO 80401. 

Urtti'd October 17.198$ 

Robert R. Garvey. |r.. 

Exeat! ire Director. 

|FR Dor- 85-25134 Filed 10-21-8$, 6:45 am) 
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COMMODITY CREDIT CORPORATION 

Determination Regarding the 1985 
Crop Loan Rates for Sugarcane and 
Sugar Beets 

agency: Commodity Credit Corporation, 
USDA. 

action: Notice of Determination— 

1985—Crop Sugar Beets and Sugarcane 
Loan Rates. 

summary: This notice sets forth the 
following determinations with respect to 
the 1985 crop of sugar beets and 
sugarcane: (lj The national average loan 
rate for raw cane sugar will be 18.00 
cents per pound: (2) the national average 
loan rate for refined beet sugar will be 
21.06 cents per pound: and 13) the loan 
rates for both sugarcane and sugar beets 
will be further adjusted to reflect the 
processing location of the sugar offered 
as collateral for a price support loan 
(Le.. location differentials). This notice 
also sets forth the minimum price 
support levels to be paid sugarcane and 
sugar beet producers. These 
determinations ure made in uccordunce 
with Section 201(h) of the Agricultural 
Act of 1949 (hereinafter referred to ns 
the ‘T949 Act"), as amended. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: Octobi-f 1. 1985. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Steve GtlL Cotton. Crain, and Rice Price 
Support Division, ASCS. U.S. 

Department of Agriculture, P.O. Box 
2415, Washington, DC 20013. Phone: 

(202) 447-8480. The Final Regulatory' 
Impact Analysis describing the options 
considered in developing this Notice of 
Determination is available from Thomas 
W. Fink. Cotton. Grain, and Rice Price 
Support Division. ASCS. U.S. 

Department of Agriculture, P.O. Box 
2415, Washington. DC 20013. Phone: 

(202) 447-8701. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
notice has been reviewed under U.S. 
Department of Agriculture (USDA) 
procedures established In accordance 
with the provisions of Departmental 
Regulation 1512-1 and Executive Order 
12291 and has been classified as 
“major" since this action may have an 
annual effect on the economy of $100 
million or more. 

It has been determined that the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act is not 
applicable to this notice since the 
Commodity Credit Corporation (CCC) is 
not required by 5 U.S.C. 553 or any other 


provision of law to publish a notice of 
proposed rulemaking with respect to the 
subject matter of these determinations. 

An Environmental Evaluation with 
respect to the price support loun 
program has been completed It has 
been determined that this action is not 
expected to have any significant impact 
on the quality of the human 
environment. In addition, it has been 
determined that this action will not 
adversely affect environmental factors 
such as wildlife habitat, water quality, 
air quality, land use, and appearance. 
Accordingly, neither an Environmental 
assessment nor an Environmental 
Impact Statement is needed 

This program is not subject to the 
provisions of Executive Order 12372 
which requires intergovernmental 
consultation with State and local 
officials. See the Notice related to 7 CFR 
Part 3015. Subpart V. published at 48 FR 
29115 (June 24.1983). 

The title and number of the Federal 
Assistance Program to which this notice 
applies are: Title—Commodity Loans 
and Purchases. Number 10.051. as found 
in the Catalog of Federal Domestic 
Assistance. 

This nottce sets forth determinations 
with respect to the following issues 
which are briefly described: 

1. Loan Rate for Sugarcane. Section 
201(h) of the 1949 Act provides that the 
Secretary of Agriculture is required to 
support die price of the 1982 through 
1985 crops of sugarcane and sugar beets 
through nonrecourse loans. Section 
201(h) further provides that the price of 
the 1985 crop of sugarcane shall be 
supported at such level as the Secretary 
determines to be appropriate but not 
less than 18.00 cents per pound for raw 
cane sugar. 

2. Loan Rate for Sugar Beets. Section 
201(h) of the 1949 Act provides that the 
price of sugar beets shall be supported 
at such level 89 the Secretary 
determines to be fair and reasonable in 
relation to the level of loans for 
sugarcane. 

3. Location Differentiate. The 
application of location differentials to 
loan rotes is common to most price 
support programs administered by CCC. 
The loan rates for sugar processed in 
specific regions will be based upon the 
transportation costs associated with 
moving sugar to the markets that are 
normal for those regions. 
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4. Minimum Price Support Levels. The 
minimum price support levels nre the 
minimum amounts that must be paid to 
producers by a processor participating 
in the price support loan program. The 
minimum price support levels arc set 
forth by regions. These support levels 
would be applicable for purposes of 
setting contracts between individual 
processors and producers for the crop of 
sugar beets and sugarcane harvested 
during the 1085 crop period. 

Summary of Public Comments 

A notice of proposed determination 
with respect to the 1985 crop of sugar 
beets and sugarcane loan rates was 
published in the Federal Register on 
August 22,1985 (50 FR 33989) and 
provided for a 30-day comment period. 

A total of four comments were received 
One respondent supported the notice of 
proposed determination in its entirety. 
Following is a summary of the 
comments received: 

Loan rate for sugariane. One 
respondent supported the minimum 
statutory loan level of 18 cents per 
pound as set forth in the notice of 
proposed determination. 

Loan role for sugar beets. Three 
comments were received with respect to 
calculating the 1985 crop of sugar beets 
loan rate. One respondent supported the 
methodology as set forth in the proposed 
Notice. Two respondents objected to the 
methodology as set forth in the proposed 
Notice. One respondent suggested the 
methodology be modified to provide that 
the loan rate for sugar beets be based on 
the actual cost of turning raw cane sugar 
into refined cane sugar. This suggestion 
was rejected. 

F.stubHshing a sugarbeet loan rate 
based on the cost of refining raw sugar 
at the refinery would be inconsistent 
with the provision of the 1949 Act which 
authorize the sugar price support 
program. The purpose of the program Is 
to support prices paid to growers of 
sugar beets and sugarcane. The 
Secretary is directed to establish a sugar 
beet loan rate at such level as the 
Secretary determines to be fair and 
reasonable in relation to the support 
level for sugarcane. Adopting the 
respondent’s suggestion would result in 
a differential between beet sugar and 
raw* * cane sugar loan rates in excess of 
the differentia) that has been 
traditionally determined by market 
forces. This would not be a fair and 
reasonable relationship as required by 
the 1949 Act. The second respondent 
suggested excluding the high and low 
years from the period 1975 through 1985 
used in the methodology for calculating 


the loan rate for sugar beets. This 
suggestion was rejected. Use of the 
methodology in the proposed notice of 
previous price support programs has not 
produced disproportionate forfeitures of 
loan collateral to CCC as compared 
between raw cane sugar and refined 
heet sugar. Such disproportionate 
forfeiture would be expected to occur if 
the methodology utilized produced an 
Incorrect relationship between the two 
prices. 

Accordingly, this notice sets forth the 
price support loan rates with respect to 
the 1985 crop of sugar beets and 
sugarcane. The 1985 crop is defined as 
the sugar processed from domestically- 
produced sugar beets or sugarcane 
during the 1985 crop year, which is the 
period from July 1.15185. through |une 30, 
198a This notice also establishes the 
minimum price support levels to be paid 
sugar beet and sugarcane producers. 

Determination 

1. l*oan Hate for Sugarcane: In 
accordance with section 201(h) of the 
1949 Act. it has been determined that 
the national average loan rale for the 
1985 crop of sugarcane is 18.00 cents per 
pound for cane sugar, raw value, which 
is the minimum statutory level. 

2. Loan Rate for Sugar Beets: In 
accordance with section 201(h) of the 
1949 Act. it has been determined that 
the national average loan rate for the 
1985 crop of sugar beets is 21.06 cents 
per pound for refined beet sugar. 

The refined beet sugar loan rate is 
calculated by multiplying the raw cane 
sugar loan rate times a determined 
factor and then adding the fixed 
marketing expense (which are incured 
by beet processors regardless of the 
disposition of the sugar). The factor 
referred to in the formula is determined 
by comparing the weighted average net 
returns for beet sugar (i.e., gross returns 
less all marketing expenses) to the 
weighted average New York spot price 
(S12 contract) for raw cane sugar for the 
years 1975 through 1983. 

3. (o) Location Differentials. It has 
been determined that both raw cane 
sugar and refined beet sugar loan rates 
will be further adjusted to reflect the 
processing location of sugar offered as 
collateral for a price support loan. These 
adjustments (i.e.. location differentials) 
which are calculated in the same 
manner as in the three previous crop 
years, result in the following 1985 
regional loan rates: 


Sugar Loan Rates 

Ih fiM'd Beet Sugar 



For sugar processed in Hawaii or 
i’uertu Rico but placed under loan on the 
mainland of the United States, the loan 
rate shall be 18.00 cents per pound. 

(b) Minimum Price Support Levels. 
Based on these established regional loan 
rates, the minimum price; support levels 
specified in 7 CFR 1435.114(b) for sugar 
beets and sugarcane of average quality 
are as follows: 

1. Sugarbeet b harvested between July 
1. 1985. and June 30. 1988: 

SoWw-ri 

pnor p*v net 

tuft 

R(- 1 !if>n (midp e» In (a) above): 


1™----• 53.02 

2 --- 32.51 

3 - 31.41 

4 - 33.08 

5 --31.41 

8-.11.55 

- 3155 

0-33.12 


' A. T*» impim! mmOmk ww Mpimi r.i. k>« o* 

*uH»t Wt» itiAjr hr adjuAtird In arcofizantx with !i if *m* 

«4 if* hitioMMif •pp|*r m TTU' at*»r nUmCrd hi « 

P'txrako* from ihf 1WA crop yield*. un if* ». let* 

Hunt 222.2} round p+r net ton of u.u 

4ina liy lh* pcoc«**ot. (]) the mccmmi nr* 

rcfwn on byortxWu per r*rt ton of *j)nu (»«'» 

and knvpted bp the procovtor mrragua Iren (fan K'M 

per nrt Ion 

B nUfftiiM mv «f|Mtrd role »nd#e A a* Mowi: (I| 

Mutli|Ny $2|te fthc loan nle per pound. nun** pun 
filed tnerheUng rr« 4 »| nmrv tfa average preside amt 
Kumtmftfa of pnunda of antrncU.il per ion. J2l 

Add to the revolt nf vnhp«nr*pf. I of the retirm *o 
rhe proceaaor on byproduct* per ret It* of mio t«r*t» 
dri*vrred nnd »• <r r Nxt tM.JltpK »h# mufc wfaoliper* 
lirnph 2 Hmra OftSI 

2. For sugarcane harvested between 
July 1, 1985. and June 30.1988. In Florida: 
S24.02 per net ton. 

3 For sugarcane harvested between 
July 1.1985. and June 30.1988. in 
Louisiana: $22.70 per net ton. However, 
for sugarcane for whidi settlement is 
determined on the basis of a core 
sample, the minimum amount to be paid 
per gross ton of sugarcane shull be the 
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amount determined by multiplying the 
total amount of sugar recovered per 
gross ton (commercial recoverable sugar 
adjustment) of sugarcane delivered to 
the processor times 11 010 cents per 
pound, plus 43 cents per gross ton of 
sugarcane for molasses. 

4. For sugarcane harvested between 
July 1,1985 and June 30.1986. in Texas: 
the amount determined by multiplying 
10 770 cents times the average pounds of 
cane sugar, raw value, recovered per ton 
from the sugarcane delivered to the 
processor by all producers, as adjusted 
by the processor to reflect the quality of 
the Juice (normal juice sucrose and 
normal juice purity) extracted from the 
individual producer s sugarcane. 

5. For sugarcane harvested in Hawaii: 
the amount determined according to the 
standard marketing contract for the 
calendar year in which the sugarcane 
was harvested between growers and 
processors of sugarcane and the 
cooperatively-owned refiner of raw cane 
sugar that markets refined and raw cane 
sugar on behalf of its members and non- 
member patrons: Ihvvided, however, 
that non members of this cooperative 
shall be treated no less favorably than 
the members of the cooperative under 
the terms of the standard marketing 
contract. 

6. For sugarcane harvested in Puerto 
Rico: that price determined according to 
Ihe provisions of Puerto Rico Law No. 
426. also known as the Puerto Rico 
Sugar l.avv, and the rules issued under 
the law by the Sugar Board of Puerto 
Rico for the calendar year in which Ihe 
sugarcane was harvested. 

7. The prices indicated above must be 
adjusted for sugar beets or sugarcane of 
nonaverage quality under the method 
agreed upon by the producer and 
processor according to the terms Hnd 
conditions of their marketing contract. 

Signed at Washington DC on October 17, 
1985. 

|ohn R. Block. 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc 85-25171 Filed 10-21-85: 8:45 am) 
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Bureau of the Census 

Census Advisory Committee (CAC) of 
the American Economic Association 
(AEA), the CAC of the American 
Marketing Association (AMA), the CAC 
of the American Statistical Association 
(ASA), and the CAC on Population 
Statistics; Public Meeting 

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-463 as 


amended by Pub. L. 94-400), »ve are 
giving notice of a joint meeting followed 
by separate and jointly hold (described 
below) meetings of the CAC of the AKA. 
CAC of the AMA, CAC oi the ASA. and 
the CAC on Population Statistic* Tire 
joint meeting will convene on November 
14.1985, at the Westpnrk Hotel* 1990 
North Fort Myer Drive. Arlington. 
Virginia 22209. 

The CAC of the AKA is composed of 9 
members appointed by the President of 
the AKA It advises the Director, Bureau 
of the Census, on technical matters, 
accuracy levels, and conceptual 
problems concerning economic surveys 
and censuses: reviews major aspects of 
the Bureau’s programs: and advises on 
the role of analysis within the Bureau. 

The CAC of the AMA is composed of 
9 members appointed by Ihe President 
of the AMA. It advises the Director. 
Bureau of the Census, regarding the 
statistics that will help in marketing the 
Nation’s products and services and on 
ways to make the statistics the most 
useful to users. 

The CAC of the ASA is composed of 
12 members appointed by the President 
of the ASA. It advises the Director. 
Bureau of the Census, on the Bureau’s 
programs as a whole and on thrir 
various partB. considers priority issues 
in the planning of censuses and surveys, 
examines guiding principles, advises on 
questions of policy and procedures, and 
responds to Bureau requests for 
opinions concerning its operations. 

The CAC on Population Statistics is 
composed of 4 members appointed by 
the Secretary of Commerce end 5 
members designated by the President of 
the Population Association of America 
from the membership of that 
Association. The CAC on Population 
Statistics advises the Director. Bureau of 
the Census, on current programs and on 
plans for the decennial census of 
population. 

The agenda for the combined meeting 
that will begin at 8:45 a m. and end at 
10:45 a.m. iS: (1) introductory remarks by 
the Director, Bureau of the Census, 
including staff changes and Bureau 
organization, budget and program 
developments, an overview of the 
Bureau s Initial Strategic Plan, and other 
topics of current interest: and (2) public 
perceptions of privacy and 
confidentiality—a review of the 
conflicting concerns and 
misunderstandings of the general public 
and the business community about 
privacy/confidentiality of federally 
collected data, and a discussion of the 
research that the Census Bureau will 
conduct to address these issues in the 
future. 


The agendas for the four committee® 
in their separate and jointly held 
meetings that will begin ot 10*45 a m. on 
November 14 are bs follows: 

The CAC of the ASA: (1) Evaluation 
end leseurch-—1987 censuses (joint with 
CAC of the AKA). (2) Bureau response to 
previous Committee recommendations 
and Bureau activities of special interest 
to the CAC of the ASA. (3) public 
perceptions of privacy and 
confidentiality (joint with CAC of the 
AKA), (4) 1990 census adjustment 
r*; sc arch —progress and planning (joint 
with the CAC on Population Statistics), 
and (5) public, cooperation with the 1980 
Census of Population and Housing. 
Adjourn at 5 p.m. 

The CAC on Population Statistics: ( 1 ) 
Public perceptions of privacy and 
confidentiality (joint with CAC of the 
AMA). (2J Bureau response to previous 
Committee recommendations and 
Bureau activities of special interest to 
the CAC on Population Statistics—part 
1, (3) public cooperation with the 1980 
Census of Population and Housing (joint 
with CAC of the AMA), (4) 1990 census 
adjustment research—progress and 
planning (joint with the CAC of the 
ASA), and (5) Bureau response to 
previous Committee recommendations 
and Bureau activities of special interest 
to the CAC on Population Statistics— 
part 2. Adjourn at 4:30 p.m. 

The CAC of the AMA: ( 1 ) Public 
perceptions of privacy and 
confidentiality (joint with the CAC on 
Population Statistics), (2) Bureau 
response to previous Committee 
recommendations and Bureau activities 
of special interest to the CAC of the 
AMA. (3) public cooperation with the 
1960 Census of Population and Housing 
(joint with CAC on Population 
Statistics), (4) 1967 Economic Censuses 
content issues (joint with the CAC of the 
AKA), and (5) proposed strategies for 
improving foreign trade statistics Uoint 
with the CAC of the AEA). Adjourn at 
5:15 p.m. 

The CAC of the AEA: (1) Evaluation 
and research—1987 censuses (joint with 
CAC of the ASA, (2) Bureau response to 
previous Committee recommendations 
and Bureau activities of special interest 
to the CAC of the AEA, (3) public 
perceptions of privacy and 
confidentiality (joint with CAC of the 
ASA). (4) 1987 Economic Censuses 
content issues (joint with CAC of the 
AMA). and (5) proposed strategies for 
improving foreign trade statistics (joint 
with CAC of the AMA) Adjourn at 5:15 
pt.m. 

The agenda for the November 15 
meetings that will begin at 8;45 a.m. and 
adjourn at 3:00 p.m. are: 
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The CAC of the ASA: (11 Plans for 
testing race and ethnicity In the 1986 
National Content Test (folnt with CAC 
on Population Statistics): (2) proposed 
strategies for improving foreign trade 
statistics: (3) development and 
discussion of recommendations; and ( 4 ) 
closing session including (a) continued 
Committee and staff discussions, (b) 
comments by outside observers, and (c) 
plans and suggested agenda for the next 
meeting. 

The CAC on Population Statistics: (1) 
Plans for testing race and ethnicity in 
the 1986 National Content Test [joint 
with CAC of the ASA); (2) 1980 census 
test program; (3) development and 
discussion of recommendations; and (4) 
dosing session indudtng (a) continued 
Committee and staff discussions, (b) 
comments by outside observers, and (c) 
plans and suggested agenda for the next 
meeting. 

The CAC of the AMA: (1) More 
interesting data products (joint with the 
CAC of the AKA); (2) how can the 
Bureau make the Survey of Income and 
Program Participation more useful to the 
business and marketing communities; (3) 
development and discussion of 
recommendations; and (4) closing 
session including (a) continued 
Committee and staff discussions, (b) 
comments by outside observers, and (c) 
plans and suggested agenda for the next 
meeting. 

The CAC of the AEA: (1) More 
interesting data products (joint with the 
CAC of the AMA); (2) Changes in the 
Construction Price Index: (3) 
development and discussion of 
recommendations; and (4) dosing 
session including (a) continued 
Committee and staff discussions, (b) 
comments by outside observers, and (cl 
plans and suggested agenda for the next 
meeting. 

AU meetings are open to the public, 
and a brief period is set aside on 
November 15 for public comment and 
questions. Those persons with extensive 
questions or statements must submit 
them in writing to the Committee 
liaison Officer at least 3 days before the 
meeting. 

Persons wishing additional 
information concerning these meetings 
or who wish to submit written 
statements may contact the Committee 
Liaison Officer. Mr. Melvin Hendry. 
Bureau of the Census. Room 3051, 
Federal Building 3. Stdtlund. Maryland. 
(Mailing address: Washington. D.C. 
20233), Telephone (3011763-3856. 


Dated October 17. 1W8S. 

John G. Keane, 

Director, Bureau of the Census. 

|FR Doc. 85-25092 Filed 10-21-85; &45 am) 
biujhg coot 07-y 


International Trade Administration 

(C-351-4061 

Countervailing Duty Order; Certain 
Round-Shaped Agricultural Tillage 
Tools (Discs) from Brazil 

agency: Import Administration. 
International Trade Administration. 
Department of Commerce 
action: Notice. 


summary: In separate investigations, 
the United States Department of 
Commerce (the Department) and the 
United States International Trade 
Commission (ITC) have determined that 
certain round-shaped agricultural tillage 
tools (discs) with plain or notched edge, 
such as colters and furrow-opener 
blades, imported from Brazil are 
receiving benefits which constitute 
subsidies within the meaning of the 
countervailing duty law. and that sales 
of discs from Brazil are materially 
injuring a United States industry. In its 
determination, the Department also 
found that non-round-shaped 
agricultural tillage tools (rectangular, 
triangular and other odd shapes, such as 
points, chisels, sweeps, shovels, knives, 
furrowers, tines, drills, lister bottoms, 
rotary tiller blades, bedshaping tools, as 
welt as plowshares, plowshines. 
molebourds. etc,) from Brazil ore 
receiving benefits which constitute 
subsidies within the meaning of the 
countervailing duty law. However, the 
ITC determined that imports of non- 
round-shaped agricultural tillage tools 
arc not materially injuring, threatening 
material injury to. or materially 
retarding the establishment of a United 
States industry. Additionally, although 
the Department found in its preliminary 
determination that “critical 
circumstances'* exist with respect to 
agricultural tillage tools from Brazil, the 
Department's final determination of 
critical circumstance under section 
705(a)(2) of the Act was dependent upon 
the ITC's finding of material injury and 
the independent affirmative 
determination by the ITC of critical 
circumstances under section 704(a)(4)(A) 
of the Act. The ITC found that “critical 
circumstances' do not exist m this case. 

Therefore, based on these finding*, all 
entries of round-shaped agricultural 
tillage tools (discs) from Brazil, which 
are entered or withdrawn from 


warehouse, for consumption on or after 
June 10,1985, the date on which the 
Department published its notice of 
“Preliminary Affirmative Countervailing 
Duty Determination" in the Federal 
Register, will be liable for the 
assessment of countervailing duties. 
Accordingly, a cash deposit in the 
amount of the estimated net subsidy of 
8.00 percent ad valorem must be made 
on all round shaped agricultural tillage 
tools (discs) with plain or notched edge 
which are entered, or withdrawn from 
warehouse, for consumption, on or after 
the date of publication of this 
countervailing duty order in the Federal 
Register Furthermore, the suspension of 
liquidation will be discontinued for 
entries of non-round-shaped agricultural 
tillage tools. All estimated 
countervailing duties deposited on such 
entries shall be refunded, and the 
appropriate bonds or other security 
released, at time of Liquidation. 

Since the ITC made a negative finding 
regarding “critical circumstances" under 
section 705(b)(4)(A) of the Tariff Act of 
193a as amended (“the Act") (19 U.S.C. 
167id(b)(4J(A), the suspension of 
liquidation, previously ordered 90 days 
retroactively from the date on which the 
Department published its notice of 
“Preliminary AfTairmative 
Countervailing Duty Determination" in 
the Federal Register, is no longer in 
effect. Therefore. Customs officials will 
lie directed to terminate any retroactive 
suspension of liquidation, release any 
bond or other security, refund any cash 
deposit, and liquidate all entries, or 
withdrawals from warehouse, for 
consumption, of certain agricultural 
tillage tools from Brazil before June 10, 
1985. 

effective date: October 22,1965. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Alain Letort or Barbara Tillman. Office 
of Investigations. Import Administration. 
International Trade Administration. 
United States Department of Commerce, 
14th Street and Pennsylvania Avenue 
N.W., Washington. D.C.. telephone: (202) 
377-5050 or 377-2438. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

products covered by this order are 
certain round-shaped agricultural tillage 
tools (discs) with plain or notched edge, 
such as colters and furrow-opener 
blades, as currently provided for in item 
608.00 of the Tariff Schedules of the 
United States ( TSUSf 

In accordance with section 703 of the 
Act (19 U.S.C. 1671b). the Department 
published, on |une 10. 1985. its 
preliminary determination that there 
whs reason to believe or suspect that 
imports of certain agricultural tillage 
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tools from Brazil received benefits 
which constitute subsidies within the 
meaning of the countervailing duty law. 
and that "critical circumstances" exist 
with rcBpect to imports of agricultural 
tillage tools from Brazil (50 FR 24270). In 
accordance with section 705 of the Act 
(19 U.S.C. 1671d), The Department 
published, on August 26,1985, its final 
determination that these imports are 
being subsidized and that a 
determination of "critical 
circumstances” was dependent upon an 
affirmative determination by the 1TC of 
"critical circumstances” under section 
705(a||4)(A) of the Act (50 FR 34525). 

On October 9.1985. in accordance 
with section 705(d) of the Act (19 U.S.C, 
1671d(d)), the ITC notified the 
Department of its determination that 
imports of certain round shaped 
agricultural tillage tools (discs) with 
plain or notched edge are materially 
injuring a United States industry, and 
that imports of non round-shaped 
agricultural tillage tools are not 
materially injuring, threatening material 
injury to. or materially retarding the 
establishment of a United States 
industry. Additionally, the ITC made a 
negative determination regarding 
”critical circumstances.” 

Therefore, in accordance with section 
700 of the Act (19 U.S.C. 1671e), the 
Department directs United States 
Customs officers to assess, upon further 
advise by the administering authority 
pursuant to section 706(a)(1) of the Act 
(19 U.S.C. 187le(a)(l)). countervailing 
duties equal to the amount of the net 
subsidy for all entries of certain round¬ 
shaped agricultural tillage tools (discs) 
with plain or notched edge from Brazil. 
These counterv ailing duties will be 
assessed on discs (round-shaped 
agricultural tillage tools with plain or 
notched edge) from Brazil, entered, or 
withdrawn from warehouse, for 
consumption, on or after June 10, 1985. 
the date on which the Department 
published its notice of "Preliminary 
Affirmative Countervailing Duty 
Determination" in the Federal Register. 

The Department further directs United 
Slates Customs officers to terminate any 
retroactive suspension of liquidation, 
release any bond or other security, 
refund any cash deposit, and liquidate 
all entries, or withdrawals from 
warehouse, for consumption, on certain 
agricultural tillage tools from Brazil 
made before June 10.1985. 

On and after the date of publication of 
this notice. United States Customs 
officers must require, at the same time 
as importers would normally deposit 
estimated customs duties on the 
merchandise, a cash deposit equal to the 
net subsidy of 8.06 percent ad valorem . 


The Department also directs that 
suspension of liquidation be 
discontinued for entries of non-round- 
shaped agricultural tillage tools. All 
estimated countervailing duties 
deposited on such entries shall be 
refunded, and the appropriate bonds or 
other security released, at time of 
liquidation. 

This determination constitutes a 
countervailing duty order with respect 
to certain round-shaped agricultural 
tillage tools (discs) with plain or 
notched edge from Brazil pursuant to 
section 708 of the Act (19 U.S.C. 1671e) 
and S 355.38 of the Commerce 
regulations (19 CFR 355.38). 

We have deleted from the Commerce 
Regulations Annex III to 19 CFR Part 
355, which listed countervailing duty 
orders currently in effect. Instead, 
interested parties may contact the 
Office of Information Services, Import 
Administration for copies of the updated 
list of orders currently in effect. 

Notice of Review 

In accordance with section 751(a)(1) 
of the Act (19 U.S.C. 1675(a)(1)), the 
Department hereby gives notice that, if 
requested, it will commence an 
administrative review of this order. For 
further information regarding this 
review, contact Richard Moreland at 
(202) 377-2786. 

This notice is published in accordance 
with section 706 of the Act (19 U.S.C. 
1671e) and { 355.36 of the Commerce 
Regulations (19 CFR 355.38). 

Gilbert B. Kaplan. 

Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration . 

October 16.1085. 

(FR Doc 85-25154 Filed 10-21-85. 8:45 am| 

B4LUNG CODE 34TO-OS-M 


IC-58O-504! 

Extension of the Deadline for Final 
Countervailing Duty Determination and 
Postponement of Hearing: Offshore 
Platform Jackets and Piles From Korea 

agency: Import Administration. 
International Trade Administration, 
Commerce. 

action: Notice. 

summary: On August 29,1985. we 
published a notice in the Federal 
Register extending the deadline for the 
final countervailing duty determination 
on offshore platform jackets and piles 
from Korea to correspond to the date of 
the final determinations in the 
antidumping investigations of the same 
products from Korea and Japan (50 FR 
35108). This extension was made 


pursuant to section 705(a)(1) of the 
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended by 
section 606 of the Trade and Tariff Act 
of 1984 (Pub. L 98-573). On September 6. 
1985. wc postponed the preliminary 
antidumping duty determinations of 
offshore platform jackets and piles from 
Korea and Japan (50 FR 37566). With 
this postponement, the new date for the 
final antidumping duty determinations is 
January 29,1988. Therefore, the date of 
the final countervailing duty 
determination is extended to correspond 
to the revised date of the final 
antidumping duty determinations. 

The public hearing on the 
countervailing duty investigation which 
we announced would be held on 
November 8.1985. is postponed and will 
now be held at 10:00 a.m, on December 
4,1985. at the U.S. Department of 
Commerce, Room 1851,14th Street and 
Constitution Avenue NW.. Washington. 
DC. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: October 22,1985. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mary Martin or Rick Herring, Office of 
Investigations, Import Administration. 
International Trade Administration. U.S. 
Department of Commerce. 14th Street 
and Constitution Avenue. NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20230; telephone: (202) 
377-3464 or 377-0187. 

Gilbert R Kaplan. 

Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration. 

October 10.1985. 

|FR Doc. 85-23153 Filed 10-21-85; 8:45 am) 
BlUkMG CODE 3S10-DS4i 


Performance Review Board 
Membership 

This notice announces the 
appointment by the Department of 
Commerce Under Secretary for 
International Trade. S. Bruce Smart, of 
the Performance Review Board for ITA 
This is a revised list of membership 
which includes previous members as 
listed in the August 20,1984 Federal 
Register announcement (49 FR 33040) 
with additional members added to servo 
out the remainder of the one year term. 
The purpose of the International Trade 
Administration PRB is to review 
performance actions for 
recommendations to the appointing 
authority as well as other related 
matters The names of the PRB members 
are: 

International Trade Administration 
Franklin Vargo. Deputy Assistant 

Secretary for Europe 
Brant Free. Director. Office of Service 

Industries 
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James Phillips, Deputy Assistant 
Secretary, for Capital Goods and 
International Construction 
Marjory Searing. Director. Office of 
Industry Assessment 
T. Fleetwood Mefford. Deputy Assistant 
Secretary, for Domestic Operations 
Timothy Huuser. Director, Office of 
Multilateral Affairs 

John Boidock. Director. Office of Export 
Administration 

John Evans. Deputy to the Deputy 
Assistant Secretary (Management) 
Michael Doyle, Director of 
Administration 

Marilyn Wagner. Assistant General 
Counsel for Administration 

Dated; October 1ft, 1965 
James T. King. |r. 

Personnel Officer. fTA 

(FR Doc. 85-25000 Tiled 10-21-65: 6:45 am] 

BJLUMQ COOC 3510-25-W 


National Bureau of Standards 

(Docket No. 50601-5101) 

Five Federal Information Processing 
Standards for Data Interchange on 
Flexible Disk Cartridges; Correction 

agency: National Bureau of Standards. 
Commerce. 

action: Final notice; correction. 

summary: In FR Doc. 85-23227. 
appearing on pages 39745-39753 in the 
issue of Monday, September 30,1985. 
moke the following corrections: 

1. The effective date of the five 
standards was omitted from the 
Implementation Schedule sections of 
each standard. The first sentence of the 
Implementation Schedule section for 
FIPS 114,115.116,117. and 118 should 
read as follows: "This standard becomes 
effective April 1,1986. M 

2. On page 39747, second column, 
insert "Using" in FIPS 115 title to read 
“200 mm (8 in) Flexible Disk Cartridge 

I rack Format Using Modified Frequency 
Modulation Recording at 13262 bprad on 
Two Sides—1.9 tpmm (48 tpi) for 
Information Interchange". 

3. On page 39748, first column, three 
lines from bottom of page, correct 
section number to read “6.2.2.1". 

4. On page 39751, first column, 
eleventh line from top. change "surve" 
to "serve". 

5. On page 39752, first column. 
Qualifications paragraph b.. ninth line, 
change "guideline" to "standard"; 
twenty-first line, change "X3.4-1979" to 
“X3 64-1979". 

6. On page 39752, second column, 
subparagraph 7.. tenth printed line, after 
“SPACE’S" add “or 01". and in eleventh 
line delete "01". 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. Michael D. Hogan, Center for 
Computer Systems Engineering. Institute 
for Computer Sciences and Technology, 
National Bureau of Standards. 
Gaithersburg. MD 20899. (301) 921-3165. 

Dated October 17.1985. 

Raymond G. Rammer. 

Acting Director, 

(FR Doc 85-25088 Filed 10-21-85; B:4S ami 
BILONQ COOC 3510-13-11 


National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

Permits; Foreign Fishing 

This document publishes for public 
review a summary of applications 
received by the Secretary of State 
requesting permits for foreign vessels of 
fish in the fishery conservation zone 
under the Magnuson Fishery 
Conservation and Management Act 
(Magnuson Act, 16 U.S.C. 1801 ctseq.) 
Send comments on applications to: 

Fees. Permits and Regulations Division (F/ 

Ml2). National Marine Fisheries Service 
Department of Commerce, Washington, DC 
20235 

or. send comments to the Fishery 
Management Council(s) which review 
the application(s). as specified below: 

Douglas G. Marshall, Executive Director, 

New England Fishery Management 
Council. 5 Broadway (Routh 1). Saugus, MA 
01906, 617/231-0422; 

John C Bryson, Executive Director. Mid- 
Atlantic Fishery Management Council. 
Federal Building Room 2115. 300 South 
New Street. Dover. DE 19901. 301/674-2331; 
David H.G. Gould, Executive Director. South 
Atlantic Fishery Management Council 
Southpark Building. Suite 306,1 Southpark 
Circle. Charleston. SC 29407. 803/571-1366; 
Omar Munoz-Roure. Executive Director, 
Caribbean Fishery Management Council 
Banco De Punce Building. Suite 1106. Halo 
Rey. PR 00818. 809/753-6910: 

Wnyne E. Swingle. Executive Director. Gulf 
of Mexico Fishery Management Council 
Lincoln Center. Suite 881. 5401 West 
Kennedy Bivd., Tampa. FI, 33809, 813/228- 
2815; 

Joseph C Greenley, Executive Director. 
Pacific Fishery Management Council 528 
S.W. Mill Street. Portland. OR 97201. 503/ 
221-6352; 

|im H. Branson. Executive Director. North 
Pacific Fishery Management Concil 411 W. 
Fourth Avenue. Suite 2D, Anchorage. AK 
99510, 907/271-4060; 

Kitty M. Simonds. Executive Director. 

Western Pacific Fishery Management 
Council. 165 Bishop Street. Room 1405. 
Honolulu. HI 96813. 608/523-1368. 

For further information contact John 
I). Kelley (Fees. Permits, and 
Regulations Division. 202-634-7432). 


The Magnuson Act requires the 
Secretary of State to publish a notice of 
receipt of all applications for such 
permits summarizing the contents of the 
applications in the Federal Register The 
National Marine Fisheries Service, 
under the authority granted in a 
memorandum of understanding with the 
Department of State effective November 
29.1983. issues the notice on behalf of 
the Secretary of State. 

Individual vessel applications for 
fishing in 1966 were received June 1985. 
from the Government of the German 
Democratic Republic, 

Dated: October 10.1985. 

Richard B. Roe. 

Acting Director, Office of Fisheries 
Management. 

Fishery codes and designation of 
Regional Fishery Management Councils 
which review applications for individual 
fisheries are as follows: 


Cod* ana tehfcfv 


ABS~A£*nfic eatWt 
And SMrtl 

BSA-Gearing Sett and 
Ateutdn Hteftda Ground* 
tee 

GOA—Gw* ot AtoM_ 

S4IT—Soomounl Ground 
NX 

SNA~Sr*n (Bojnnrj Scei 
WOC— P*cAc Ground** 
(Watfungion. Organ and 
C ateor f a 
P8V~Pac*c 
Sharks 


Regional fttfttry management 
councftf 


New England. Md Atlantic, 
South Atlantic. t* 

Mouco, C*feb«an 
North Pacific 


North Pacific 
Wi’item Pacific 

Non* PacAc 
PacOc 


WAfttayn r*K*C 


Activity codes which specify 
categories of fishing operations applied 
for are as follows: 

Activity code: 


Catching, processing and 
other support 

2. —....— Processing and other sup 

port only. 

3..— Other support only. 

4 — "|oint venture" In support 
of U.S. vessels 


Naton. wssa n*ma, 
mW typo 

ApcficaUyi 

ruynTvif 

| figMPf 

AarrAp 

Gowmmant o* IN# 
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RoeucAc 
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0C-08-0024 

f«WA 
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LUTTEN KlEiN. cargo 

GC-AS002S 

NWA 

tHi 

transport 




8000 UHSE^Iarga 
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NWA 

114th 


Mir 
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R !JOOtf LEONHARD. 
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m 

tarpa atom hart* 
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GC-06-0051 

fMA 

tHi 

HANS MARCMWTTZA. 

GC-06-0052 

NWA 

t<«l 

large atom Irawtor 
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AAJUUnMI 

NWA 

iid i 


Mil 
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GC-06-0W4 
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»<«» 
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Milw non**, 

vettcJ type 

Appicvion 

m.int>* 


Ae«jw»y 

UCHTEMiAGEN cargo 

GC-esoow 

NWA 

»<«) 

«ror*K/Ort 





Joint Venture 

German Democratic Republic—The 
Government of East Germany has 
submitted an application for a joint 
venture permit in the Northwest Atlantic 
Ocean Fishery. The operation is 
combined with a request for a 20.000 m.t. 
direct mackerel fishery scheduled to 
take place from January to March, 1906. 
The joint venture species request is for 
7,500 m.t. of U.S. harvested mackerel. 
The American partner will be |oint 
Trawlers (North America), Ltd., P.O. Box 
1209. 63 Main Street, Gloucester. MA 
01930. 

|FK Doc, 05-25142 Fifed 10-21-05; 0:45 am] 

BILLING COOC JS10~?2-M 


National Marine Fisheries Service; 
Agents or Tanners Holding Valid 
Certificates of Registration and 
Cancellation of Inactive Agents or 
Tanners Certificates 

agency: National Marine Fisheries 
Service, Commerce. 
action: Notice Listing Agents or 
Tanners Holding Valid Certificates of 
Registration and Cancellation of 
Inactive Agents or Tanners. 

summary: Pursuant to the Provisions of 
the Marine Mammal Protection Act of 
1972 (as amended) and :hc Regulations 
Governing the Taking and Importing of 
Marine Mammals. Certificates of 
Registration to act as an agent or tanner 
are issued by the National Marine 
Fisheries Service. The Certificates cover 
species of the order Cetacea (whales 
and porpoises) and Pinnipedia (seals 
and sea lions), other than the walrus. 
This Notice provides a current list of 
active Certificate holders and of those 
firms that no longer hold valid 
Certificates. 

The following persons or 
organizations hold currently valid 
Certificates of Registration as Agent or 
Tanner 

Name/Address, Certificate No. and 
Tanner or Agent 

Richard Huvdand. Pingree Northwest. 
1027 South Rose Street. Seattle. 
Washington. 90108. A-1, Agent; 

Roy Hendricks. P.O. Box 8122.801 N. 
Braguw Street. Anchoruge. Alaska 
99506, A-2, Agent: 

Martin lames. Jr.. Maniskiya's of Nome. 
Export & Mailorder. P.O. Box 895. 
Nome. Alaska 99762. A-3, Agent; 


George L Kritchen. Box 387, Cordova, 
Alaska 99574, A-4. Agent; 

|crome Wysocki. Wysockl’s Taxidermy 
8 Leather. 2451 N W. 58th Street. 
Seattle, Washington 98107, A-5, 

Agent: 

Lany Dean Amox. Sr., White Raven 
Trading Post. Box 2183, Kodiak 
Alaska 99615. A-8. Agent; 

Fred E. Chase, Chase Arctic Trading, 

P.O. Box 81990, Fairbanks, Alaska 
99708, A-7, Agent; 

Fredrick J. Woelkers. Ill, Alaska 
Research Company, P.O. Box 106, 
Seward, Alaska 99664. A-9. Agent; 

Mr. 8 Mrs. Robert R. Blodgett. Teller 
Commercial Co., No. 2 Front Street, 
Teller. Alaska 98778, A-10, Agent: 

|ohn Merrick, Manager Lands 8 
Resources, Koniag, Inc., Regional 
Native Corporation. Box 746, Kodiak, 
Alaska 99615. A-ll. Agent; 

Mr. 8 Mrs. Howard Knodel. Arctic 
Trading Post. P.O. Box 282. Nome. 
Alaska 99762. A-14, Agent; 

Roy T. Johnson. Jonas Brothers. Inc., 

1037 Broadway. Denver, Colorado 
80203. A-l 5. Agent; 

Clyde A. Gilbert and Tad K. Gilbert, 

2938 Ambergate Drive. Anchorage, 
Alaska 99504. A-18. Agent: 

Richard 8 Carolyn Stewart, The Bear's 
Den, 4828 Palermo Drive. S.W., 
Olympia. Washington 96502. A-19. 
Agent; 

Gerald Collins, Spokane Glove and 
Tanning Co.. East 10623 Trent Avenue. 
Spokane. Washington 99208. A-20. 
Agent: 

Clifford L. Jeska. Silver Eagle 
Taxidermy. 724 W. 45th Avenue. 
Anchorage. Alaska 99503. A-21, 

Agent: 

Donald R. Orcutt. 2801 Weaver Circle 
Boise. Idaho 83701. A-22, Agent: 

Leo Price, The Taxidermy Shop, 404 
Etnlinway, P.O. Box 1526, Sitka, 
Alaska 99835, A-24, Agent; 

Darrell Fermen, President D 8 C 
Expediters. Inc., 5941 Arctic Blvd., 

Unit M. Anchorage, Alaska 99502. 
A-25, Agent; 

Joseph J. Miguel, Jr.. Game Hutch 
Taxidermy Studio. P.O. Box 933. Aukc 
Bay. Alaska 99821. A-27, Agent; 

H.B. Jones. AAA Taxidermy. Inc,, 8240 
Harlzell Road #4. Anchorage, Alaska 
99507. A-28,14T. Agent, Tanner 

William R. Wertz, Administrative 
Officer. P.O. Box 317, Fairbanks 
Correctional Center, Fairbanks. 

Alaska 99781. A-29, Agent: 

Louis K. Brunner, 6950 Crawford Drive, 
Anchorage, Alaska 99502, A-31, 

Agent; 

Louis R. Schoaf. Schoaf 9 Taxidermy. 
12121 Highway 82, Eagle Point, 

Oregon 97524. A-^32. Agent; 


Mary Lou Lindahl, General Manager. 
Alaska Native Arts 8 Crafts, 425 D 
Street. Anchorage Alaska 99501. A-33, 
Agent: 

Dennis W. Knuth. Glacier Bear 
Taxidermy. Star Rt. B, Box 7644. 
Palmer, Alaska 99645. A-34, Agent; 
Charles F. Sellers. 705 Muldoon Road, 
Space *111. Anchorage. Alaska 99504. 
A-35. Agent; 

Carol Ayland, Director, The Bering 
Strait School District, P.O. Box 225, 
Unalakleet. Alaska 99684. A-36. 

Agent; 

Craig 8 Lloyd Keefer, The Flying 
Fishermen, 9431 Dundee Circle, 
Anchorage. Alaska 99501, A-37, 

Agent: 

Carol M. Gilley, Four Seasons 
Taxidermy, 40014 Reuben Leigh Road. 
Lowell. Oregon 97452, A-38, Agent; 

Bill Coumbe. Community Education. 
Bairow High School, Pouch 8950, 
Barrow. Alaska 99723. A-39, Agent; 
Lee Doris Martin. Owner, Northland 
Furs, Box 449. KasiloL Alaska 99610. 

A-40, Agent; 

Kenneth M. Patillin, Kodiak Taxidermy, 
1914 Mill Bag Road, Kodiak, Alaska 
99613. A-H. Agent; 

Klva K. Amidon. SR Box 8013, Eagle 
River, Alaska 99577, A-42. Agent; 
Tommy Ray. Owner. Ray's Taxidermy, 
7329 Arctic Blvd., Anchorage, Alaska 
99502, A-43, Agent; 

Larry D. Thorne, Thome 8 Taxidermy, 
P.O. Box 481, Bethel. Alaska 99559. A- 
44,15T, Agent, Tanner, 

Arnold Lewis, Vancouver Taxidermy 8 
Royal Fur Dressing. 914 N.R, 163rd 
Avenue, Vancouver. Washington. 
98664, A-45. Agent: 
lohnnle R. Laird 8 Francis C. Laird. 
Harris River Fur Company, P.O. Box 
84. Klawiah, Alaska 99925, A-46. 
Agent; 

Miquel Ceja. Wildlife Fur Dressing Co.. 
1718 S. Paulson Road. Turlock, 
California 95380. A-47, Agent; 

Robert Scherf, Northstar Products, 130 
Seward Street, Juneau. Alaska 99801, 
A-48. Agent; 

Ralph King. Frontier Tanning Company, 
11500 Johns Road. Anchorage. Alaska 
99515, A-38. 3T. Agent. Tanner 
Charles Croaker, President. New 
Method Fur Dressing Co.. 131 Beacon 
Street. South, San Francisco. CA 
94000, 5T. Tanner 

Jerome Knopp, Coast to Coast Fur, Inc.. 
North 11520 Market Street. Mead. 
Washington 99021.7T, Tanner 
Roy T. Johnson, Colorado Tanning and 
Fur Dressing Company. 1787 South 
Boradway. Denver. Colorado 80210. 
9T, Tanner 

Putty Brakefield. American Fur Dressing 
Company. Inc.. 10816 Newport 
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Highway, Spokane, Washington 
98218,10T. Tanner; 

Joy Goldsworthy, The Custom Tannery, 
Inc., 1170 Martin Avenue. Santa Clara, 
California 95050,11T, Tanner. 

The following firms and organizations 
have cancelled their Certificates of 
Registration as Agent or Tanner: 

Name/Address. Certificate No. and 
Tanner or Agent 

Jerome Wysocki, Wysocki’s Taxidermy 
ft Leather, 2451 N.W. 58th Street, 
Seattle. Washington 98107, IT. 

Tanner. Surrendered; 

Danny E. Fadness. Oall-Alaskun 
Taxidermy. 2 Mile Farmers Loop 
Road. Fairbanks. Alaska 99701. ZT, 
Tanner, Surrendered; 

Morris L. Brynton, Acme Fur Dressing, 
21215 24th Avenue. W.. Anchorage. 
Alaska 99502. 4T. Tanner, Cancelled; 
Karl H. Puls. Royal Fur Dressing. P.O. 
Box 281. Woodinville, Washington. 
98702,6T, Tanner, Surrendered; 

Jack Wood ft Charles Wood, Alaskan 
Custom Taxidermy, 8900 Lake Otis 
Parkway, Anchorage, Alaska 99507, 
A-8, Agent. Surrendered; 

Alaska Unorganized Borough. Box 1088, 
Nome, Alaska 99762, A-12, Agent. 
Cancelled; 

Don Stand. Kawerak. Inc.. Arts ft Crafts 
Co-op, Bering Straits Native Assoc., 
Box 505, Nome, Alaska 99762, A-13, 
8T, Agent. Tanner. Surrendered; 

Ms. La urine DeRusha. Whiskey Hollow 
Taxidermy. P.O. Box 115, Ward Cove, 
Alaska 99928, A-17, Agent, 
Surrendered; 

John E. Fenske, Box 8081. Anchorage, 
Aloska 99508, A-18, Agent, Cancelled; 
Gereth Stillman. Still's Mat-Valley 
Taxidermy. Box 42, Mercy Drive. 

Eagle River. Alaska 99577,12T. 
Tanner, No longer at address: 

Jerome A. Murphy, P.O. Box 2121, 

Juneau. Alaska 99803,13T. Tanner. 
Surrendered; 

Sgt. Larry Hlgbee. Department of Public 
Safety, Box 101. Point Hope. Alaska 
99766, A-23. Agent, Surrendered: 

Dale D. Fick. Fick's Taxidermy, 
Anchorage, Alaska 99504. A-20, 

Agent, Surrendered; 

Terry Harris. Harris ft Sons Taxidermy. 
61300 Bremen Highway, Mishawaka, 
Indiana 46544, A-30. Agent. 
Surrendered. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Charles Kamella. Acting Chief. 

Protected Species Division. Office of 
Protected Species & Habitat 
Conservation. National Marine Fisheries 
Service. Washington. D.C. 20235, (202) 
634-7529. 


Dated October 16.1965. 

Richard B. Roe, 

Director. Office of Fisheries Management. 
National Marine Fisheries Service. 

|FR Doc. 85-25176 Filed 10-21-85; 8:45 am) 
BILLING COO€ 5510-22-N 


Marine Mammal*; Issuance of Permit: 
Dr. Warren M. Zapol, Dr. Robert C. 
Schneider, and Dr. Donald Siniff 

On August 9.1985. notice was 
published in the Federal Register (50 FR 
322j52) that an application had been 
filed by Dr. Warren Zapol et al., 
Harvard Medical School. Department of 
Anesthesia. Massachusetts General 
Hospital. Boston. Massachusetts 02114, 
for a permit to take crabeatcr seals, 
leopard seals, Weddell seals and Ross 
seals for scientific research. 

Notice is hereby given that on 
October 11.1985 as authorized by the 
provisions of the Marine Mammal 
Protection Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1361- 
1407), the National Marine Fisheries 
Service issued a Permit for the above 
taking subject to certain conditions set 
forth therein. 

The Permit is available for review by 
interested persons in the following 
offices: 

Assistant Administrator for Fisheries. 
National Marine Fisheries Service. 3300 
Whitehaven Street. NW., Washington, 
DC; and Regional Director. Northeast 
Region. National Marine Fisheries 
Service, 14 Elm Street. Federal Building. 
Gloucester, Massachusetts 01930-3799. 

Dated: October ia 1985. 

Richard B. Ror, 

Director. Office of Fisheries Management. 
National Marine Fisheries Service. 

[FR Doc. 85-2)5175 Filed 10-21-85: 8 45 nm| 

BILLING COOC S510-22-N 


COMMISSION OF FINE ARTS 
Meeting 

The Commission of Fine Arts will next 
meet in open session on Wednesday. 
November 13.1985 at 10:00 a.m. in the 
Commission’s offices at 708 Jackson 
Place. NW., Washington, DC 20006 to 
discuss various projects affecting the 
appearance of Washington. DC 
including buildings, memorials, parks, 
etc., also matters of design referred by 
other agencies of the government. 

Access for handicapped persons will be 
through the main entrance to the New 
Executive Office Building on 17th Street 
between Pennsylvania Avenue and H 
Street, NW. 

Inquiries regarding the agenda and 
requests to submit written or oral 


statements should be addressed to Mr. 
Charles Atherton. Secretary. 
Commission of Fine Arts, at the above 
address or call the above number. 

Dated in Washington. DC October 10.1985. 
Charles H. Atherton, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 85-25130 Filed 16-21-85; 8:45 urn) 

BILLING COOC MSO-OI-N 


COMMITTEE FOR THE 
IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE 
AGREEMENTS 

Guam; Import Limit for Certain Cotton, 
Wool and Man-Made Fiber Sweaters 
Assembled from Imported Parts 

October 17.1985. 

The Chairman of the Committee for 
the Implementation of Textile 
Agreements (CITA), under the authority 
contained in E.O.11651 of March 3,1972. 
os amended, has issued the directive 
published below to the Commissioner of 
Customs to be effective on November 1. 
1985. For further information contact 
Ross Arnold. International Trade 
Specialist, Office of Textiles and 
Apparel, U.S. Department of Commerce. 
(202) 377-4212. 

Background 

On March 4.1985, a notice was 
published in the Federal Register (50 FR 
8649) announcing that, effective on April 
15,1985. cotton, wool and man made 
fiber sweaters in Categories 345, 445. 

446, 645, and 646. determined by the U.S. 
Customs Service to be products of 
foreign countries or foreign territories 
and exported from the U.S, insular 
possession of Guam and certified to 
have been assembled in Guam, may be 
entered into the United States for 
consumption, or withdrawn from 
warehouse for consumption, in un 
amount not to exceed 160.000 dozen. 
This limited exception was to be 
^effective for sweaters exported from 
Guam during the period which began on 
November 1,1984 and extends through 
October 31.1985. 

The purpose of this notice is to advise 
the public that this exception is being 
continued for goods exported on and 
after November 1 , 1985 and extending 
through October 31.1986. The amount is 
being increased to 161.800 dozen. 

A certification will continue to be 
required and will be issued by the 
authorities in Guam prior to exportation 
as verification of assembly in Guam. A 
facsimile of the certification stump was 
published in the Federal Register (50 FR 
3864$) on March 4.1985 (50 FR 8649). 
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For those sweaters properly certified, 
no export visa or license will be 
required from the country of origin of the 
merchandise, and imports entered under 
this procedure will not be charged to 
limits established for exports from the 
country of origin. Exports of sweates in 
Categories 345. 445. 446, 645 and 646. 
which ore nut accompanied by a 
certification and those in excess of 
161.600 dozen, will require the 
appropriate visa or export license from 
the country of origin and will be subject 
to any other applicable restriction. 

A description of the textile categories 
in terms of T.S.U.S.A. numbers was 
published in the Federal Register on 
December 13.1082 147 FR 55709). as 
amended on April 7,1983 (48 FR 15175), 
May 3.1983 (48 FR 19924), December 14. 
1983 (48 FR 55007), December 30.1983 
(48 FR 57584). April 4.1984 (49 FR 
13397), June 28, 1964 (49 FR 26622). July 
16.1984 (49 FR 28754), November 9.1984 
(49 FR 44782). and in Statistical 
1 ieadnote 5. Schedule 3 of the Tariff 
Schedules of the United States 
Annotated (1985). 

Walter C. Lena Han. 

Chairman, Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements. 

October 17, 1905 

Committee for the Implementation of Textile 
Agreement* 

Commissioner of Customs. 

Department of the Treasury, 

Washington, D C 20229. 

Dear Mr. Commissioner 

Under the terms of Section 204 of the 
Agricultural Act of 1958, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 1854). and in accordance with the 
provisions of Executive Order 11651 of March 
3.1972. effective on Nuvemlttf 1.1985. you 
art* directed to permit entry or withdrawal 
from warehouse fur consumption in the 
United States of 161.000 dozen cotton, wool 
and man-made Tiber textile products in 
Categories 345, 445. 446, 645 and 040. the 
product of any foreign country or foreign 
territory, as determined under Customs 
Regulation Part 12. section 12 130 and which 
have been certified as assembled in Guam 
and exported to the United Slates during the 
twelve-month period beginning on Noverabor 
1.1985 and extending through October 31, 
1968. You are directed not to require any 
otherw ise applicable export visa or license 
and not io charge against any otherwise 
applicable import restriction sweaters subject 
to thii provision. A certification will be 
issued by the authorities In Guam prior to 
exportation as verification of assembly in 
Guam. A facsimile of the ccrtiftcatiun stamp 
has been provided. 

Imports of cotton, wool and man made 
fiber textile products in Categories 345. 445. 
448. 045 and 040. assembled in Guam, but not 
of Guam origin which are not accompanied 
by a certification and those in excess of 
1G1.0OU dozen exported during the twelve- 
month period b“ginnmg on November 1. 1985 


and extending through October 31.1965 will 
require the appropriate visa or export license 
from the country of origin and will be charged 
to any applicable quota. 

A description of the textile categories in 
terms of T.S.U.S.A. numbers was published in 
the Federal Register on December 13.1982 (47 
FR 55700). as amended on April 7.1983 (48 FR 
15175). May 3,1983 (48 FR 19924). December 
14. 1983 (48 FR 55607). December 30. 1983 (48 
FR 57584), April 4. 1984 (49 FR 13307). June 2a, 
1984 (49 FR 26622), July 10,1964 (49 FR 28754), 
November 9,1964 (49 FR 44782). and in 
Statistical Headnote 5. Schedule 3 of the 
TARIFF SCHEDULES OF THE UNITED 
STATES ANNOTATED (1965). 

The Committee for the Implementation of 
Textile Agreements has determined that this 
action falls within the foreign affairs 
exception to the rulemaking provisions of 5 
U-S.C. 553(a)(1). 

Sincerely. 

Walter C. Lenahan, 

Chanman. Committee far the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements. 

[FR Doc, 85-25137 Filed 10-21-65; 8:45 ami 

8ILUNQ COO€ SSIO-Cff-M 


Adjustment of the Import Limits for 
Certain Wool Apparel Products 
Hungarian People's Republic; 

October 17. 1985. 

The Chairman of the Committee for 
the implementation of Textile 
Agreements (CITA |. under the authority 
contained in E.0.11651 of March 3.1972, 
as amended, has issued the directive 
published below to the Commissioner of 
Customs to be effective on October 23, 
1985. For further information contact 
Diana Soikoff. International Trade 
Specialist. Office of Textiles and 
Apparel. U S. Department of Commerce. 
(202) 377-4212. 

Background 

The Bilateral Wool Textile Agreement 
of February IS and 25.1983, as 
amended, between the Governments of 
the United States and the Hungarian 
People’s Republic provides, among other 
things, for the borrowing of yardage 
from one agreement year with the 
amount used deducted from the same 
limit in the following agreement year. 
Accordingly, at the request of the 
Government of the Hungarian People’s 
Republic, the limit for wool suit-type 
coats Category 433 is being increased by 
the application of carryforward to 7.948 
dozen. This adjustment applies to goods 
exported in 1985. 

A description of the textile categories 
in terms of T.S U.S.A. numbers was 
published in the Federal Register on 
December 13.1982 (47 FR 55709). as 
amended on April 7, 1983 (48 FR 15175). 
May 3.1983 (48 FR 19924), December 14. 
1963 (48 FR 55607). December 3a 1983 


(48 FR 57584), April 4.1984 (49 FR 
13397), June 28. 1984 (49 FR 26622). July 
16,1984 (49 FR 28754). November 9.1984 
(49 FR 44782), and in Statistical 
Headnote 5. Schedule 3 of the Tariff 
Schedules of the United States 
Annotated (1985). 

Walter G Lenahan. 

Chairman, Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements. 

October 17,1985. 

Committee for the Implementation of Textile 
Agreements 

Commissioner of Customs. 

Department of the Treasury. 

Washington. DC. 20229. 

Dear Mr. Commissioner: 

On December 21.1964, the Chairman. 
Committee for the Implementation of Textile 
Agreements, directed you to prohibit entry 
for consumption, or withdrawal from 
warehouse for consumption, of certuln wool 
textile products, produced or manufoctured in 
the Hungarian People’s Republic end 
exported during the twelve-month period 
which began on January 1.1985, In excess of 
the designated restraints limit*. The 
Chairman further advised you that the limits 
are subject to adjustment 1 
Effective on October 23.1055. the directive 
of December 2L 1984 is hereby further 
amended to increase the limit previously 
established for wool textile products in 
Category 433 to 7.948 dozen.* 

The Committee for the Implementation of 
Textile Agreements has determined that this 
action falls within the foreign affairs 
exception to the rulemaking provisions of 5 
U.S.C. 533 (a)(1). 

Sincerely, 

Walter C Lenahnn. 

Chairman. Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements. 

[FR Doc. 85-25139 Filed 10-21-85: 8:45 am[ 
0‘LUNG COOC Uia-Oft-H 


Malaysia; Establishment of New Import 
Limits for Certain Man-Made Fiber 
Textile Products 

October 17. 1985. 

The Chairman of the Committee for 
the Implementation of Textile 
Agreements (CITA). under the authority 
contained in E.0.11651 of March 3.1972, 


•The term "adiuitimmr refers to thus* provision* 
of the DtUtanil Wool Textile Agreements of 
February 15 and 25.19KJ as amended, which 
provide. In perl, that (1) Certain limits may be 
exceeded by not more than five percent during an 
agreement year, provided the Increase is 
compensated for by an equal decrease in equivalent 
square yards in another specific llrrnt. as specified: 
(2) certain limits may be adjusted for carryover and 
carryforward: and (3) administrative arrangements 
or adjustment* or odjustnumt may be made to 
resolve minor problems arising in the 
implementation of the agreement. 

’ The limit has not been adjusted lo refbci any 
imports exported after December it. I9B4. 
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as amended, has issued the directive 
published below to the Commissioner of 
Customs to be effective on October 23. 
1985. For further information contact 
Jane Corwin. International Trade 
Specialist. Office of Textiles mid 
Apparel, U.S. Deportment of Commerce. 
(202) 377-4212. 

Background 

The Governments of the United States 
and Malaysia have agreed to amend 
their Bilateral Cotton. Wool and Man- 
Made Fiber Textile Agreement of July 1 
and 11,1985 to establish specific limits 
of 9.391.608 square yards for man-made 
fiber woven fabrics in Category 613. 
produced or manufactured in Malaysia 
and exported during the period which 
began on June 1.1985 and extends 
through December 31.1985; and 145.833 
dozen pairs for man-made Fiber gloves 
in Category 631, also produced or 
manufactured in Malaysia but exported 
during the period which began on 
August 1.1985 and extends through 
December 31.1985. The United States 
Government has decided to control 
imports in these categories at the agreed 
limits. The letter from the CTTA 
Chairman to the Commissioner of 
Customs directs that imports be 
controlled at the designated limits. 

A description of the textile categories 
in terms of T.S.U.S.A. numbers was 
published in the Federal Register on 
December 13.1982 (47 FR 55709). as 
amended on April 7,1983 (48 FR 15175). 
May 3.1983 (48 FR 19924). December 14. 
1963 (48 FR 55607). December 30,1983 
(48 FR 57584). April 4.1984 (49 FR 
13397). June 28, 1984 (49 FR 28822), July 
18.1984 (49 FR 28754). November 9,1984 
(49 FR 44782). and in Statistical 
Hcadnote 5. Schedule 3 of the Tariff 
Schedules of the United States 
Annotated (1905). 

Walter C. Lenahan, 

Chairman. Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements. 

October 17,1985. 

Committee for the Implementation of Textile 
Agreement* 

Commissioner of Custom*. 

Department of the Treasury. 

Washington. D.C, 20229, 

Dear Mr. Commissioner 

This directive amends, but does not cancel, 
the directive of August 14.1985 from the 
Chairman of the Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements, which 
directed you to prohibit entry of certain 
cotton, wool and mar.-mnde Fiber textile 
product*, produced or manufactured In 
Malaysia. 

Kffective on October 23.1965 the directive 
of August 14, 1983 is hereby amended to 
include the following restraint limits for man- 
mode Tiber textile products in Categories 813 


and 631. exported during the periods 
indicated below: 


Category 

n+»tr*al IrteT 

Pwod 

613-- 

9 391 68* 

June 1 —Dreamt** 



31. ISOS 

631_ 

14S.S33 date* poiri 

Auguit 1— 



Decentf** 31. 



1006 


•Thu ImH how» not been adjusted to account lor any 
May 31. 1*05 (Category 613) or July 
JJ- (Category 631) oiirarw lor rfwporti in CuU>gory 

S13 9m amounted to 2, 666,529 tquaro yanfe tor ponod 
Juna teroc^ft Auqusi 1S*& T Iter* am mo Cftargaa to bo 
aprSod to Categcvy 831 lor <mpont drnng tbe August 1*31 
iw pivtod 


Textile products in the foregoing categories 
which have been exported, in the case of 613, 
prior to June 1.1965. and. in the case of 
Catogory 631. prior to August 1.1985. shall 
not be subject to this directive. 

Textile products in the foregoing categories 
which have been released from the custody 
of the US. Custom* Service under the 
provisions of 19 U.S.C. 1448(b) or 
1484(a)(1)(A) prior to the effective date of this 
directive shall not be denied entry under this 
directive. 

The Committee for the Implementation of 
Textile Agreements has determined that 
these actions fall within the foreign affairs 
exception to the rulemaking provisions of 5 
U.S.C. 553(a)(1). 

Sincerely, 

Walter C. Lenahan. 

Chairman. Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile slgreements. 

(FR Doc. 85-25138 Filed 10-21-85. 845 am| 

EM LUNG COOC 3510-0* M 


Mexico; Increase In Import Levels for 
Certain Cotton and Wool Products 

October 17,1965. 

The Chuirtnan of the Committee for 
the Implementation of Textile 
Agreements (CITA). under the authority 
contained in E.0.11651 of March 3.1972. 
as amended, has issued the directive 
published below to the Commissioner of 
Customs to be effective on October 23. 
1965. For further information contact 
Ann Fields. International Trade 
Specialist. Office of Textiles and 
Apparel. U.S. Department of Commerce, 
( 202 ) 

377-4212. 

Background 

The Bilateral Cotton. Wool and Man- 
Made Fiber Textile Agreement of 
February 26,1979, as amended and 
extended, between the Governments of 
the United States and Mexico, provides 
consultation levels for certain 
categories, such as Category 340 (men's 
and boys' cotton shirts), 341 (women's 
girls' and infants' cotton blouses and 
shirts), and 447 (men's and boys' 
trousers), which may be adjusted upon 
agreement between the two 
governments. The Governments of the 


United States and Mexico have agreed 
to increase these consultation levels to 
tOO,000 dozen. 95.000 and 8,000 dozen, 
respectively, for the 1985 agreement 
year. The letter to the Commissioner of 
Customs which follows this notice 
implements the agreed increases for 
goods produced or manufactured in 
Mexico and exported during 1985. and 
directs that the increased levels for 
Categories 340 and 447 lie controlled for 
the first time in 1985. 

A description of the textile categories 
in terms ofT.S.U.S.A. numbers was 
published in the Federal Register on 
December 13,1982 (47 FR 55709). as 
amended on April 7.1983 (48 FR 15175). 
May 3.1983 (48 FR 19924). December 14, 
1983 (48 FR 55807), December 30,1983 
(48 FR 57584), April 4,1984 (49 FR 
13397), June 28, 1984 (49 FR 26822), July 
16.1984 (49 FR 28754). November 9.1984 
(49 FR 44782), and in Statistical 
lleadnote 5. Schedule 3 of the Tariff 
Schedules of the United States 
Annotated (1985). 

Walter C Lenahan. 

Chairman. Committee far the implementation 
of Textile Agreements, 

October 17.1985. 

Committee for the Implementation of Textile 
Agreements 

Commissioner of Customs. 

Department of the Treasury. 

Washington. D.C. 20229, 

Dear Mr. Commissioner: 

This directive amends, but does not cancel, 
the directive of December 21.1964 which 
directed you to prohibit entry of certain 
cotton, wool and man-made fiber textile 
products, produced or manufactured In 
Mexico und exported during 1965 

Effective on October 23.1985, the directive 
of December 21,1964 is hereby amended to 
Increase the restraint level previously 
established for textile product* in Category 
341 to 95.000 dozen. 1 

Also effective on October 23, 1965. the 
directive of December 21.1964 is further 
amended to direct you to prohibit entry for 
consumption, or withdrawal from warehouse 
for consumption, of cotton and wool textile 
products in Categories 340 and 447. produced 
or manufactured In Mexico and exported 
during the twelve-month period which began 
on fanuary 1.1985 and extends through 
December 31.1985. in excess of the following 
levels: 


emegory j Im » 


yso ---- 100.000 

447- r — ■—.-— 6,000 <X*»n. 


'Tlte not bean A^jttnd to isltee! *ny toftor* 

«Uport«a fttler OpCterbw 31 , 

Textile product* in Categories 340 and 447 
which have been exported to the United 
States prior to January 1.1065 shall not be 
subject to this directive. 
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Textile product! in Categoric* 34(1 and 447 
whlrh have been released from the custody 
of the U.S. Custom* Service under the 
provisions of 19 U.S.C 14415(b) or 
l4<i4|*)(1)(A) prior to the effective date of this 
directive shall not be denied entry und»»r this 
directive. 

The Committee for the Implementation of 
Textile Agreements has determined that 
these actions fall within the foreign affairs 
exception to the rulemaking provisions of 5 
U-S.C. 551(a)(1). 

Sincerely. 

Walter C. Dma ban. 

Chairman. Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements. 

IKR Doc. 65-25135 Filed 10-21-85: 8:45 am| 

eiLUNQ cooe jmo or-m 


Northern Mariana Islands (CNMI); 
Import Limit for Certain Cotton, Wool 
and Man-Made Fiber Sweaters 
Assembled From Imported Parts 

October 17.1985. 

The Chairman of the Committee for 
the Implementation of Textile 
Agreements (C1TA), under the authority 
contained in E.O. 11651 of March 3, 1972, 
as amended, has issued the directive 
published below to the Commissioner of 
Customs tu be effective on November 1. 
1985. For further information contact 
Ross Arnold. International Trade 
Specialist, Office of Textiles and 
Apparel, U.S. Department of Commerce, 
(202) 377-1212. 

Background 

On March 4.1985. a notice was 
published in the Federal Register (50 FR 
8*>50) which announced that, effective on 
April 15,1985, cotton, wool and man¬ 
made fiber sweaters in Categories 345. 
445. 446, 645, and 646. determined by the 
U.S. Customs Service to be products of 
foreign countries or foreign territories 
and exerted from the Commonwealth 
of the Northern Mariana Islands 
(CNMI), and certified to have been 
assembled in the CNMI, may be entered 
into the United States for consumption, 
or withdrawn from warehouse for 
consumption, in an amount not to 
exceed 70,000 dozen. This limited 
exception was effective for sweaters 
exported from the CNMI during the 
period which began on November 1, 

1934 and extends through October 31, 
1985. 

The purpose of this notice is to advise 
the public that this exception is being 
continued for goods exported on and 
after November 1,1985 and extending 
through October 31. 1986 at a level not 
to exceed 73,500 dozen. 

A certification will continue to be 
required and will be issued by the 
authorities in the CNMI prior to 


exportation as verification of assembly 
in the CNMI. A facsimile of the 
certification stamp was published in the 
Federal Register on September 9,1985 
(50 FR 36645). 

For those sweaters properly certified, 
no export visa or license will be 
required from the country of origin of the 
merchandise, and imports entered under 
this procedure will not be charged to 
limits established for exports from the 
country of origin. Exports of sweaters in 
Categories 345. 445. 446. 645 and 646. 
which are not accompanied by a 
certification, and those in excess of 
73,500 dozen, will require the 
appropriate visa or export license from 
the country of oigin and will be subject 
to any other applicable restriction. 

A description of the textile categories 
in terms of T.S.U.S.A. numbers was 
published in the Federal Register on 
December 13.1982 (47 FR 55709). as 
amended on April 7.1983 (48 FR 15175). 
May 3.1983 (48 FR 19924), December 14. 
1983 (48 FR 55607). December 30.1963 
(48 FR 57564), April 4,1984 (49 FR 
13397). June 28.1984 (49 FR 26622). July 
16,1984 (49 FR 28754), November 9.1984 
(49 FR 44782), and in Statistical 
Headnote 5. Schedule 3 of the Tariff 
Schedules of the United States 
Annotated (1985). 

Waller C. Lenahan, 

Chairman, Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements. 

October 17.1985, 

Committee for the Implementation of Textile 
Agreements 

Commissioner of Customs. 

Department of the Treasury, 

Washington. D C. 20229. 

Dear Mr Commissioner. 

Under the terms of section 204 of the 
Agricultural Act of 1956. as amended (7 
US.C. 1854). and in accordance with the 
provisions of Executive Order 11651 of March 
3.1972, effective on November 1,1985. you 
are directed to permit entry or withdrawal 
from warehouse for consumption in the 
United States of 73,500 dozen cotton, wool 
and man-made fiber textile products in 
Categories 345. 445, 446, 645 und 646. the 
product of any foreign country or foreign 
territory . •» determined under Customs 
Regulation Part 12. section 12.130 and which 
have been certified at assembled in the 
Commonwealth of the Northern Manana 
Islands (CNMI) and exported to the United 
States during the twelve-month period 
beginning on November 1.1985 and extending 
through October 31,1988. You are directed 
not to require any otherwise applicable 
export visa or license and not to charge 
against any otherwise applicable import 
restriction sweaters subject to this provision. 
A certification will be issued by the 
authorities in the CNMI prior to exportation 
as verification of assembly in the CNMI. A 
facsimile of the certification stamp has been 
provided. 


Imports of cotton, wooi and man-made 
fiber textile products in Categories 345. 445. 
446. 645 and 648 assembled in the CNMI, but 
not of CNMI origin which are not 
accompanied by a certification and those In 
excess of 73.500 dozen ir ported during the 
twelve-month period beginning on November 
1.1985 and extending through October 31. 
1985 will require the appropriate visa or 
export license from the country of origin and 
will be charged to any applicable quota. 

A description of the textile categories in 
terms of T.S.U.S.A. numbers was published in 
the Federal Register on December 13.1982 (47 
FR 55700). at amended on April 7.1983 (48 FR 
15175). May 3.1983 (48 FR 19924), December 
14.1963 (48 FR 55807) December 30, 1983 (48 
FR 57584). April 4. 1984 (49 FR 13397), (line 28, 
1984 (49 FR 2882 2). |uly 16.1984 (49 FR 20754). 
November 9.1964 (49 FR 44782). and in 
Statistical Headnote 5, Schedule 3 of th* 
Tariff Schedules of the United States 
Annotated (1985). 

The Committee for the Implementation of 
Textile Agreements has determined that this 
action falls within the foreign affairs 
exception to the rulemaking provisions of 5 
U.S.C 553(a)(1). 

Sincerely. 

Walter C Lennhan. 

Chairman . Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements. 

(FR Doc. 85-25140 Filed 10-21-85; 8:45 am) 

MLUMQ COOC UfO-Oft-M 


Romania; Increase In the Import limit 
for Certain Man-Made Fiber Textiles 

October 17,1985. 

The Chairman of the Committee for 
the Implementation of Textile 
Agreements (CITA), under the authority 
contained in E.O. 11651 of March 3,1972. 
as amended, has issued the directive 
published below to the Commissioner of 
Customs to be effective on October 23. 
1965. For further information contact 
Diana Solkoff. International Trade 
Specialist, Office of Textiles and 
Apparel, U.S. Department of Commerce. 
(202) 377-1212. 

Background 

Under the terms of the Bilateral Wool 
and Man-Made Fiber Textile Agreement 
of September 3 and November 3,1980, 
as amended, between the Governments 
of the United States and the Socialist 
Republic of Romania, and at the request 
of the Government of the Socialist 
Republic of Romania, the limit 
established for man-made Tiber yam in 
Category 604 is being increased by 7 
percent swing and 6 percent 
carryforward to 3,169,430 pounds for 
goods produced or manufactured in 
Romania and exported during the 
twelve-month period which began on 
January 1.1985 and extends through 
December 31.1965. To account for the 
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increase being applied to Category 004. 
the limit for women**, girls’ und infants* 
man-made Tiber coats in Category 035 
will be reduced to 29.740 dozen. 

A description of the textile categories 
in terms of T.S.U.S.A. numbers was 
published in the Federal Register on 
December 13.1982 (47 FR 55709). as 
amended on April 7. 1983 (48 KR 15175). 
May 3.1983 (48 FR 19924). December 14. 
1983 (48 FR 55607), December 30.1983 
(48 FR 57584). April 4.1984 (49 FR 
13397), June 28.1984 (49 FR 28622). July 
18.1984 (49 FR 28754). November 9.1984 
(49 FR 44782), and in Statistical 
Ifeadnote 5. Schedule 3 of the Tariff 
Schedules of the United States 
Annotated (1985). 

Wttltnr C. Lena hit n. 

Chairman. Committee for I Implementation 
of Textile Agreements. 

October 17.1985 

Committee for (ha Implementation of Textile 
Agreements 

Commissioner of Customs. 

Department of the Treasury. 

Washington. D.C. 20229. 

Dear Mr. Commissioner. 

On December 21,1964 the Chairmen of Die 
Committee for the Implementation of Textile 
Agreements, directed you to prohibit entry of 
certain wool and man-made fiber Loxtiie 
products, produced or manufactured in 
Romania, and exported during 1985 in excess 
of designated restraint limits. The Chairman 
further advised you that these limits are 
subject to adjustment ' 

Effective on October 23,1985. paragraph 1 
of the directive of December 21.1984 U 
hereby further amended to Include adjusted 
limits of 3,168,430 pounds 9 for man-made 
fiber textile products in Category 604 and 
29.740 dozen for man-made fiber textile 
products in Category 635. produced or 
manufactured in Romania and exported 
during the twelve-month period which began 
un January 1,1985 and extends through 
December 31,1965. 

Tlie Committee for the Implementation of 
Textile Agreements has determined that this 
action falls within the foreign affairs 
exception to the rulemaking provisions of 5 
U.S.C. 553 (a)(1). 


’ The limn *'adivutnwnr refer* to those provision* 
of thr RjlaVr.il Wool «iul Man-Mad* Fiber lvMkUs 
A#rrrmenl of September X end Novemlw X 1980. 

** amended, between the Governments of the 
United States and the Socialist Republic of Kamanin 
which provide, in pert, that: (!) Spualic hunts may 
be increased for carryover und carryforward up to 
11 percent of the applicable ratrgory limit; (2) 
i on:,dilations may be held to adjust the restraint 
levels for categories not subject to specific limits: 

**ul (3) administrative arrangement* or udiuafmenta 
may be nuida to resolve minor problems arising in 
tbe implementation of the agreement. 

’The limit has not been Adjusted to reflect «ny 
i<H|torts exported after December 31.1064 


Sincerely. 

Walter C. Lena h an. 

Chairman. Committee for the Imphuiwntatioo 
of Textile Agreements. 

[YK Doc 85-25138 Filed 10-21-05; 0:45 ami 
BUJJNO COOC 3SHMKMI 


Requesting Public Comment on 
Bilateral Textile Consultations with the 
Government of Nepal on Category 337 
(Cotton Pfaysults) 

October 17.1985. 

On September 29.1985. the United 
States Government, under section 204 of 
the Agricultural Act of 1958 (7 U.S.C. 
1854). requested the Government of 
Nepal to enter into consultations 
concerning exports to the United States 
of cotton playsuits in Category 337, 
produced or manufactured in Nepal. 

The purpose of this notice is to advise 
that, if no solution is agreed upon in 
consultations between the two 
governments within sixty days of the 
date of delivery of the aforementioned 
note, entry and withdrawal from 
warehouse for consumption of cotton 
textile products in Category 337, 
produced or manufactured in Nepal and 
exported during the twelve-month 
period which began on September 29, 
1985 and extended through September 
28,1986 may be restrained at a level of 
51.188 dozen. 

A summary market statement follows 
this notice. 

Anyone wishing to comment or 
provide data or information regarding 
the treatment of Category 337 is invited 
to submit such comments or information 
in ten copies to Mr. Walter C. I.ennhan. 
Chairman. Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements. 
International Trade Administration. U.S. 
Department of Commerce, Washington. 
DC 20230. Because the exact timing of 
the consultations is not yet certain, 
comments should be submitted 
promptly. Comments or information 
submitted in response to this notice will 
be available for public inspection in the 
Office of Textiles and Apparel. Room 
3100, U S. Department of Commerce. 

14th and Constitution Avenue. NW.. 
Washington, DC. and may be obtained 
upon written request. 

Further comment may be invited 
regarding particular comments or 
information received from the public 
which the Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements 
considers appropriate for further 
consideration. 

The solicitation of comments 
regarding any aspect of the agreement 
or the implementation thereof is not a 
waiver in any respect of the exemption 


contained in 5 U.S.C. 553(a)(1) relating 
to matters which constitute "a foreign 
affairs function of the United Slates.** 
Waller C. Lenahan. 

Chairman. Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements. 

Nepal—Market Statement 

Category 33?—Cotton Playsuits 
Sunsuits anti Washsuits 
September 1985. 

Summary' oral Conclusion* 

United States imports of Category 337 from 
Nepal were 57.600 dozens for the year-ending 
|uty 1985. These compared with 1.300 dozens 
for the same period one year earlier. Ninety- 
four percent or 54.300 dozens of the year 
ending July 1985 imports entered during the 
first seven months of 1985. This would be nn 
annual rate of 96,700 dozens. 

The sharp and substantial increase of low- 
valued imports of Category 337 fiom Nepal is 
disrupting the VS. market. 

Imports 

U.S. imports of Category 337 from oil 
sources increased GO percent between 1979 
and 1981 and then slowed to o 6.5 percent 
increase between 1961 and 1903. In 1964 
imports rose 513 percent to reach a record of 
2.768.000 dozens, in the twelve month period 
ending July 1985. imports of this category 
were 3.147,000 dozens. 20 percent higher than 
the same period one year earlier 

U.S. Production and Imparl-toProduction 
Ratio 

Despite a growing market, domestic 
production of this category has been 
declining since 1901. Production in 1964. at 
2,531,000 dozens, was off 15 percent from 
198J and 29 percent from 1981. The I/P far 
Category 337 rose steadily for several years, 
increasingly sharply between 1983 and 1984 
The 1964 I/P was 109.4 percent, compared to 
61.3 percent in 1983 und 33.1 percent ui 1979. 

(FR Doc. 85-25141 Filed 10-21-85; 8:45 am) 

B4.UN0 COOC 3S1O-O0-M 


COMMITTEE FOR PURCHASE FROM 
THE BUND AND OTHER SEVERELY 
HANDICAPPED 

Procurement U8t 1986; Addition and 
Deletions 

agency: Committee for Purchase from 
the Blind and Other Severely 
Handicapped. 

action: Addition to the Deletions from 
Procurement List 


summary: This action adds to und 
deletes from Procurement List 1986 
commodities and serv ices to be 
provided by workshops for the blind 
and other severely handicapped. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: October 22.1965. 
adoress: Committee for Purchase from 
the Blind and Other Severely 
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Handicapped. Crystal Square 5. Suite 
1107.1755 Jefferson Davis Highway. 
Arlington, Virginia 22202-3509. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

C W. Fletcher, (703) 557-1145. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On )une 
7 and August 18.1985, the Committee for 
Purchase from the Blind and Other 
Severely Handicapped published 
notices 150 FR 26028 and 50 FR 33094) of 
proposed additions to and deletions 
horn Procurement List 1986, October 15, 
1985 (50 FR 41809). 

Addition 

After consideration of the relevunt 
matter presented, the Committee has 
determined that the commodity listed 
below is suitable for procurement by the 
Federal Government under 41 U.S.C 46- 
48c. 85 Stat. 77 and 41 CFR 51-2.8. 

1 certify that the following action will 
not have a significant impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. The 
major factum considered were: 

a. The action will not result in any 
additional reporting, recordkeeping or 
other compliance requirements. 

b. The action will hot have a serious 
economic impact on any contractors for 
the commodity listed 

c. The action will result in authorizing 
small entities to produce the commodity 
procured by the Government. 

Accordingly, the following commodity 
is hereby added to Procurement List 
1986: 

Towel Paper. 7920-08-823-9772 (For 
GSA National Capital Region (W) 
only) 

Deletions 

After consideration of the relevant 
matter presented, the Committee has 
determined that the commodities and 
services listed below are no longer 
suitable for procurement by the Federal 
Government under 41 U.S.C 46-48c, 85 
Stat. tnd 41 CFR 51-2.6. 

Accordingly, the following 
commodities and services are hereby 
deleted from Procurement List 1986: 

Commodities 

Circuit Card Assembly. 1430-00-409- 
7997 

Pallet, Material Handling. 3990-00-599- 
5326 (Requirements for 
Mcchanicsburg. Pennsylvania Depot 
only) 

Circuit Card Assembly, 5628-00-237- 
9949 

Pillow. Bed. 7210-00-819-8262 


Services 

fanitonal Service . NavaI Air Station 
Miramar. San Diego. California 

janitorial/Custodial (Grass Cutting). 
U.S. Army Reserve Centers. Marcella 
Road. Hampton. Virginia, Butler Farm 
Road. Hampton. Virginia 
Seedling Harvesting. USDA, Forest 
Service. Humboldt Nursery. 

McKinley ville, California 
C.W. Fletcher, 

Executive Director. 

|KR Doc. 85-25096 Filed 10-21-85 8:45 ami 

•JLUNO COO€ 


Procurement List 1986; Proposed 
Additions and Deletions 

agency: Committee for Purchase from 
the Blind and Other Severely 
Handicapped. 

action: Proposed Additions to and 
Deletions from Procurement List. 

summary: The Committee has received 
proposals to add to and delete from 
Procurement List 1986 commodities to be 
reduced by and services to be provided 
y workshops for the blind and other 
severely handicapped. 

COMMENTS MUST BE RECEIVED ON OR 
BEFORE: November 22,1985. 
address: Committee for Purchase from 
the Blind and Other Severely 
Handicapped. Crystal Square 5, Suite 
1107.1755 Jefferson Davis Highway. 
Arlington. Virginia 22202-3509. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
C.W. Fletcher. (703) 557-1145. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
notice is published pursuant to 41 U.S.C. 
47(a)(2), 85 Stat. 77 and 41 CFR 51-2.8. 

Its purpose is to provide interested 
persons an opportunity to submit 
comments on the possible impact of the 
proposed actions. 

Additions 

If the Committee approves the 
proposed additions, all entities of the 
Federal Government will be required to 
procure the commodities listed below 
from workshops for the blind or other 
severely handicapped. 

It is proposed to add the following 
commodities to Procurement List 1988. 
October 15. 1985 (50 FR 41809): 

Shirt. Operating, Surgical. Sleeveless. 

8532-00-299-9633. 6532-00-299-9634 
Mattress. 7210-00-N1B-0040. 38 x 75. 
Extra Firm-Twin.7210-00~NIB-0041. 54 
x 75, Extra Firm-Double. 7210-00-N1B- 
0042. 60 x 80. Extra Firm-Queen. 7210- 
00-NIB-0050. 76 x 80. Extra Firm- 
K»ng.7210-00-NIB-0049. 38 x 75. Firm- 
Twin. 7210-00-NIB-0048, 54 x 75. 


Firm-Double.7Z10-00-NlB-0047, 80 x 
00. Firm-Queen. 7210-00-NIB-0051. 78 
x 80, Firm-King 

Boxspring, 7210-00-NIB-0043, 38 x 75. 
Twin. 7210-00-NIB-0044. 53 x 75, 
Double. 7210-00-NIB-0045, 60 x 80. 
Queen. 7210-00-NIB-0052. 76 x 80. 
King 

Deletions 

It is proposed to delete the following 
commodity and services from 
Procurement List 1986, October 15.1085 
(50 FR 41809): 

Commodity 

Pallet Warehouse. 3990-00-NSH-0011 
(40 x 80 ) (Requirements for Army 
and Air Force Exchange Service. 
Oakland Army Base. California only) 

Services 

Custodial Service (Grounds 
Maintenance). U.S. Army Reserve 
Center, Memorial Parkway, 
Huntsville. Alabama 
Janitorial/Custodial. Jack Brooks 
Federal Building. U.S. Post Office— 
Court House, Willow and Broadway 
Streets, Beaumont. Texas 
C.W. Fletcher. 

Executive Director 

(FR Doc. 85-25099 Filed 10-21-85: 8:45 am| 

BILLING COOC ••JO-JVW 


COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING 
COMMISSION 

Advisory Committee on CFTC-State 
Cooperation; Meeting 

This is to give notice, pursuant to 
section 10(a) of the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act, 5 U.S.C. App. 1,10(a), 
that the Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission’s Advisory Committee on 
CFTC-State Cooperation will conduct a 
public meeting in the Fifth Floor Hearing 
Room at the Commission s Washington, 
D.C., headquarters located at Room 532. 
2033 K Street. N.W., Washington, D C. 
2C581, November 13.1985. beginning at 
10:00 a.m. and lasting until 4:00 p.m. The 
agenda will consist of a discussion of: 

L Progress on North American 
Securities Administrators Association 
Model State Commodity Code. 

II. Update on CFTC-State relations, 
including Commission’s State-Federal 
Liaison Unit. 

III. Possible reathorization issues. 

IV. Public Statements & General 
Discussion. 

The Advisory Committee was created 
by the Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission for the purpose of receiving 
advice and recommendations on matters 
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of joint concern to the States and the 
Commission arising under the 
Commodity Exchange Act, as amended. 
The purposes and objectives of the 
Advisory Committee are more fully set 
forth at 49 FR17064 (April 23.1964). 

The meeting is open to the public. The 
Co-Chairman of the Advisory 
Committee. Kenneth M. Raisler. the 
General Counsel, is empowered to 
conduct the meeting in a fashion that 
will, in his judgment, facilitate the 
orderly conduct of business. Any 
member of the public who wishes to file 
a written statement with the Advisory 
Committee should mail a copy of the 
statement to the attention of: The 
Advisory Committee on CFTC-State 
Cooperation c/o Mr. Raisler. Commodity 
Futures Trading Commission. 2033 K 
Street. N.W. Washington. D.C. 20581. 
before the meeting. Members of the 
public who wish to make oral 
statements should also inform Mr. 
Raisler in writing at the latter address at 
least three business duys before the 
meeting. Reasonable provision will be 
made, if time permits, for an oral 
presentation of no more than five 
minutes each in duration. 

Issued by the Commission in Washington. 
D.C. on October 17.1985. 

Lynn K. Gilbert. 

Deputy Secretary of the Commission 
(FR Doc 85-24898 Filed 16-21-65; 8:45 am) 

BILLING COOC 64S1 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Department of the Air Force 

USAF Scientific Advisory Board; 
Meeting 

October 10. 1985 

The USAF Scientific Advisory Board 
Airlift Cross-Matrix Panel will meet at 
Scott AFB, 1L on November 14-15,1985. 
The meeting will convene from 11:00 
a.m. to 5:00 p.m. on November 14 and 
8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. on November 15. 

The purpose of the meeting will be to 
brief the Commander-In-Chief, Military 
Airlift Command, and senior staff on the 
results of the Scientific Advisory Board 
Special Operations Summer Study. Also, 
new Panel members will receive 
classified orientation briefings on 
Military Airlift Command programs. 

The meeting concerns matters listed 
in section 552b(c) of Title 5. United 
States Code, specifically subparagraph 
(1) thereof, and accordingly, will be 
closed to the public. 


For further information, contact the 
Scientific Advisory Board Secretariat at 
202-697-8845. 

Patsy J. Conner. 

Air Force Federal Register Liaison Officer. 
|FR Doc 85-25161 Filed 10-21-85; 8:45 nm| 
billing code 


DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

National Petroleum Council, U.S. 
Refinery Capability Task Group; Date 
Change for Meeting 

The date and location of the August 1. 
1985, eighth meeting of the U.S. Refinery 
Capability Task Group has been 
changed. The meeting will now be held 
on Thursday. October 24.1985, starting 
at 8:30 a.m.. in Salon 8 of the Wyndham 
Hotel, 12400 Greenspoint Drive. 
Houston, Texas. Notice of this meeting 
first appeared in 50 FR 27652. Friday. 
July 5,1985 (FR DOC 85-16092 filed 7/3/ 
85). 

Issued at Washington, D.C. October 9,1985 

Donald L. Bauer. 

Acting Assistant Secretary for Fossil Energy 
(FR Doc. 85-25073 Filed 10-21-85: 8:45 am| 

Billing COOC MSO-ot-M 

National Petroleum Council, 

Worldwide Refining Trends Task 
Group; Meeting 

Notice is hereby given that the 
Worldwide Refining Trends Task Group 
will meet in November 1985. The 
National Petroleum Council was 
established to provide advice, 
information, and recommendations to 
the Secretary of Energy on matters 
relating to oil and natural gas or the oil 
and natural gas industries. The 
Worldwide Refining Trends Task Group 
will address previous Council refining 
studies and evaluate future refinery 
operations and their impact on 
petroleum markets. Its analysis and 
findings will be based on information 
and data to be gathered by the various 
task groups. 

The Worldwide Refining Trends Task 
Group will hold its seventh meeting on 
Thursday. November 7.1985. starting at 
9:00 a.m., in the Lubbock Room of the 
Houston Airport Marriott Hotel. 18700 
Kennedy Boulevard. Houston, Texas. 

The tentative agenda for the 
Worldwide Refining Trends Task Group 
meeting follows: 

1. Opening remarks by the Chairman 
and Government Cochairman. 

2. Discuss the status of the Worldwide 
Refining Trends Task Group modeling 
work. 

3. Discuss metholdolgy and schedule 
for integration of Task Group data with 


U.S. Refinery Capability Task Group 
work. 

4. Discuss drafting of Task Group 
report and schedule for completion of 
Task Group assignment. 

5. Discuss any other matters pertinent 
to the overall assignment from the 
Secretary of Engery. 

The meeting is open to the public. The 
Chairman of the Worldwide Refining 
Trends Task Group is empowered to 
conduct the meeting in a fashion that 
will, in his judgment, facilitate the 
orderly conduct of business. Any 
member of the public who wishes to file 
a written statement with the Worldwide 
Refining Trends Task Group will be 
permitted to do so. either before or after 
the meeting. Members of the public who 
wish to make oral statements should 
inform Ms. Carolyn Klym. Office of Oil. 
Gas. Shale and Coal Liquids. Fossil 
Energy. 301/353/2709. prior to the 
meeting and reasonable provision will 
be made for their appearance on the 
agenda. 

Summary minutes of the meeting will 
be available for public review at the 
Freedom of Information Public Reading 
Room. Room IE-190. DOE Forrestal 
Building, 1000 Independence Avenue. 
SW.. Washington. D.C, between the 
hours of 9:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m., Monday 
through Friday, except Federal holidays. 

Issued at Washington. D.Cm on October 11. 
1985 

Donald L Bauer. 

Acting Assistant Secretary for Fossil Energy. 
(FR Doc 85-25074 Filed 16-21-85; 845 am) 

BILLING COOC C4S0-01-W 


Economic Regulatory Administration 

(ERA Dockot No. 82-10-NG} 

Natural Gas Imports; Tennessee Gas 
Pipeline Co.; Application To Import 
Natural Gas From Canada 

agency: Economic Regulatory 
Administration. DOE. 

action: Notice of Amendment to 
Application to Import Natural Gas from 
Canada. 


summary: The Economic Regulatory 
Administration (ERA) of the Department 
of Energy (DOE) gives notice that on 
September 17,1985, Tennessee Gas 
Pipeline Company, a Division of 
Tenneco Inc. (Tennessee) filed a second 
amendment to its pending application in 
ERA Docket No. 82-10-NG to import 
from Canada up to 209.000 Mcf per day 
of natural gas. This revision is based on 
contract amendments dated April 30. 
1985, and August 19.1985, to the original 
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gas purchase agreement filed in this 
proceeding between Tennessee and 
KanGaz Producers Limited (KannGaz). 
one of two suppliers of the gas proposed 
to be imported. The contract 
amendments (1) establish a two-part 
dcmond/coimnodity pricing structure 
that yields a benchmark delivered cost 
to Tennessee for April 1985 of $3.50 
(U S.) per MMBtu at 100 percent load 
factor; (2) provide for annual price 
reviewr. (3) modify Tennessee’s 
minimum annua) take-or-pay obligation; 
and (4) reduce the daily maximum 
quantity proposed to be imported during 
the first contract year. The present 
application amendment deals solely 
with the volumes to be imported from 
KannGaz and does not affect 
Tennessee's gas purchase arrangement 
with its other Canadian supplier for the 
proposed imports, Canadian-Montana 
Pipeline Company (Canadian-Montana), 
Tennessee has not yet renegotiated the 
Canadian-Montana contract. 

The amended application is filed with 
the ERA pursuant to section 3 of the 
Natural Gas Act and DOE Delegation 
Order No. 0204-111. Protests, motions to 
intervene, notices of intervention, and 
written comments are invited. 
dates: Protests, motions to intervene or 
notices of intervention, as applicable, 
and written comments are to be filed no 
later than 4:30 p.m„ on November 21, 
1985. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

P.J. Fleming. Office of Natural Gas 
Programs. Economic Regulatory 
Administration, Forrestal Building, 
Room GA-007,1000 Independence 
Avenue, SW., Washington. D C. 20585. 
(202) 252-9482. 

James B McRae, Natural Gas and 
Mineral Leasing. Office of General 
Counsel. Forrestal Building. P.oom 6E- 
042.1000 Independence Avenue. SW.. 
Washington. D.C. 20585. (202) 252- 
0607. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 

August 10, 1982. Tennessee Bled an 
application to import up to 309.000 Mcf 
prr day of Canadian natural gas during 
the period from November 1.1984, until 
October 31. 2001, as more fully 
described in the notice of application 
issued by the ERA on September 29, 

1982 (47 FR 44135, October 8,1982). The 
gas was to be purchased from three 
suppliers Canadian-Montana. KannGaz 
and Ocelot Industries (Ocelot), under 
separate gas purchase contracts with 
deliveries beginning on November 1, 
1984, for the Rrst two contracts and on 
November 1.1985. for the Ocelot 
contract. Tennessee would receive up to 
84.000 Mcf of gas per day from 
Canadian-Montana. up to 125.000 Mcf 


per day from KannGaz, and up to 
100,000 Mcf per day from Ocelot. By the 
terms of the contracts the gas would be 
purchased at the price determined from 
time to time by the Canadian 
government for exports to the United 
States, then $4.94 (U.S.) per MMBtu. 

On January 27,1983. the National 
Energy Board of Canada (NEB) issued a 
decision In its Omnibus Gas Export 
Hearing which, among other things, 
denied Ocelot permission to export gas 
from Canada. Due to the NEB's decision. 
Tennessee amended its application on 
May 2.1383, to withdraw those volumes 
it proposed to import under the gas 
purchase contract with Ocelot (48 FR 
29342, October 24.1983). At that time, 
the Canadian export price was reduced 
from S4.94 per MMBtu to $4.40 per 
MMBtu and subsequently was further 
reduced under Canada's Volume 
Related Incentive Pricing Program 
(V1RP) to $3.40 per MMBtu with respect 
to quantities taken In excess of 50 
percent of the annual contract quantities 
(effectively providing a unit rate of $3.90 
per MMBtu for 100 percent load factor 
purchases). 

The purchase agreement with 
KannGaz called for delivery of the gas 
at the interconnection of facilities of 
TransCanada Pipeline Ltd. 
(TransCanada) and Tennessee near 
Niagara Falls. New York. Tennessee 
orginially applied to the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission (FERC) in 
Docket No. CP81-29fM)00, as amended, 
to build and operate additional facilities 
on its own pipeline system to receive 
and transport the volumes to be 
imported at Niagara Falls. Subsequently. 
Tennessee entered into a joint venture, 
the Niagara Interstate Pipeline System 
(NIPS), which would provide alternate 
facilities for those initially proposed by 
Tennessee (FERC Docket No. CP83-170- 
000, as amended). The NIPS application, 
along with other applications involving 
construction of facilities, transportation 
and sales arrangements relating to 
imports al Niagara Falls, is currently 
pending before the FERC in the 
consolidated proceedings of Boundary 
Gas Inc , et al. (Docket No. CP81-107- 
000. et al) 

On September 17.1985. Tennessee 
Tiled with the ERA amendments to its 
gas purchase contract negotiated with 
KannGaz. The first amendment, dated 
April 30,1985, provides for a change in 
the pricing provisions. This agreement 
establishes a new two-part demand/ 
commodity pricing structure. Its 
components consist of (1) a base 
monthly demand charge of $28.8958 per 
Mcf, subject to adjustment based on 
changes in the fixed cost of transporting 
the gas to the export point: and (2) a 


commodity charge subject to semi¬ 
annual adjustment pursuant io a formula 
based on changes in the composite U.S. 
refiner acquisition cost of crude oil 
published in the DOE’* Monthly Eneryy 
Review . The amendment establishes an 
initial base commodity charge of $2.55 
per MMBtu from which future 
adjustments will be calculated. Under 
the amendment, at 100 percent load 
factor, that price yeilds a cost at the 
international border for April 1985 of 
$3.50 per MMBtu. If the demund charges 
are adjusted, an offsetting adjustment 
must be made in the commodity charge 
so that the 100 percent load factor price 
then in effect will not change. 

The price and the pricing provisions in 
the amended gas purchase contract may 
be renegotiated annually or whenever 
Tennessee makes n new purchased gas 
adjustment (PGA) filing with the FERC 
whereby its average gas purchase cost 
varies by more than five percent from 
the PGA filing in effect as of April 1985 
or the PGA filing in effect at the time of 
the last price renegotiation. Under the 
agreement, the redetermined price must 
be comparable to the price of competing 
energy sources in Tennessee's markets. 

The original contract with KannGaz 
established an annual take-or-pay 
requirement of 75 percent of the quuntily 
of gas made available to Tennessee in 
each contract year. According to the 
applicant, the new arrangement 
provides that Tennessee will purchase 
gas from KannGaz on a ratable basis 
with Tennessee’s purchases from 
comparable domestic sources of natural 
gas, but the take-or-pay obligation 
cannot exceed 75 percent. 

The second amendment to the 
KannGaz dated August 12.1985, reduces 
the maximum daily quantity to be 
purchased by Tennessee during the first 
contract year to 110,000 Mcf. For 
subsequent years the daily quantity 
remains at 125.000 Mcf. The agreement 
further provides Tennessee the 
opportunity to purchase additional daily 
volumes of up to 15 percent of the 
contract demand. As a result of the 
delay in the completion of the facilities 
necessary for transporting the gas, the 
schedule of deliveries as originally 
anticipated has changed. Accordingly, 
the gas is proposed to be imported for a 
period of 15 contract years beginning on 
the date of first delivery. 

The present application amendment 
deals solely with the volumes Tennessee 
has contracted to buy from KannGaz 
and does not affect its gas purchase 
arrangement with Canadian-Montana. 
According to Tennessee, tt is continuing 
Its efforts to renegotiate the Canadian- 
Montana contract. When Tennessee 
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concludes negotiations with Canadian* 
Montana and files its renegotiated 
contract the ERA will assign a new 
document number to the portion of this 
proceeding relating to the volumes 
proposed to be imported under that 
amendment agreement. At that time, a 
notice of the contract revisions will be 
published in the Federal Register to give 
all parties who have previously filed 
motions to intervene and other 
interested persons an opportunity to 
evaluate the changes made. 

At this time, it is not clear whether the 
issues raised previously in this case are 
still germane. Therefore, the purties to 
this proceeding are requested to review 
their earlier comments on Tennessee’s 
application as they relate to the 
amended agreement with KannGaz and 
to submit any modifications to the ERA. 
If any parties continue to oppose the 
application* they must restate that 
opposition in order for it to be taken into 
consideration in the final decision. 
Parties may incorporate by reference 
comments previously filed, If any party 
wants additional procedures, even if a 
previous request was filed, the request 
for additional procedures should be 
included in the comments filed in 
response to this notice, together with the 
justification stipulated below, and in the 
FRA’s procedural rules set forth in 10 
CFR Part 590. 

The decision on this application will 
be made consistent w ith the Secretary 
of Energy's gas import policy guidelines, 
under which the competitiveness of an 
import arrangement in the markets 
served is the primary consideration in 
determining whether it is in the public 
interest. (49 FR 6084. February 22,1984). 
The objective of this policy, with its 
strong emphasis on competitive 
arrangements and contract flexibility, is 
to free commercial parties from undue 
government interference in determining 
contract terms and reflects the 
importance of buyer-seller negotiation. 
Parties who may oppose this application 
should comment in their responses on 
the issue of competitiveness as set forth 
in the policy guidelines. The applicant 
bis asserted that the import 
arrangement with KannGaz is 
competitive. Parties opposing the 
arrangement bear the burden of 
overcoming this assertion. 

Other Information 

In response to this notice, any person 
may file a protest, motion to intervene 
or notice of intervention, as applicable, 
and written comments. Any person 
wishing to become a party to the 
proceeding and to have the written 
comments considered as the basis for 
any decision on the applicant must. 


however, file a motion to intervene or 
notice of intervention. Persons who have 
already intervened in ERA Docket No. 
82-10-NG need not file new motions, 
but should submit additional comments 
as appropriate. All motions for 
intervention Hied in this docket up to 
this time shall be considered timely 
submissions. The filing of a protest with 
respect to this application will not serve 
to make the protestant a party to the 
proceeding, although protests and 
comments received from persons who 
are not parties will be considered in 
determining the appropriate procedural 
action to be taken on the application. 

All protests, motions to intervene, 
notices of intervention, and written 
comments must meet the requirements 
that are specified by the regulations in 
10 CFR Part 59a They should be filed 
with the Natural Gas Division. Office of 
Fuels Programs. Economic Regulatory 
Administration, Room GA-033, RG-23. 
Forrestal Building. 1000 Independence 
Avenue. SW.. Washington. D.C. 20585. 
They must be filed no later than 4:30 
p.m., November 21* 1985 

A decision will be made on the basis 
of the information now in the record 
supplemented by comments Bled in 
response to this notice. Additional 
procedures will be used as necessary to 
achieve a complete understanding of the 
facts and issues. 

A party seeking intervention may 
request that additional procedures be 
provided, such as additional written 
comments, an oral presentation, 
conference, or a trial-type hearing. Any 
request to file additional written 
comments should explain why they are 
necessary. Any request for an oral 
presentation should Identify the 
substantial question of fact, law. or 
policy at issue, show that it is material 
and relevant to a decision in the 
proceeding, and demonstrate why an 
oral presentation is needed. Any request 
for a conference should demonstrate 
why the conference would materially 
advance the proceeding. Any request for 
a trial-type hearing must show that there 
are factual issues genuinely in dispute 
that are relevant and material to a 
decision and that a trial-type hearing is 
necessary* for a full and true disclosure 
of the facts. 

If an additional procedure is 
scheduled, the ERA will provide notice 
to all parties. If no party requests 
additional procedures, a final opinion 
and order may be Issued based on the 
official record, including the application 
and responses Bled by parties pursuant 
to this notice, in accordance with 10 
CFR $ 590.310. 


A copy of Tennessee's application is 
available for inspection and copying in 
the Natural Gas Programs Docket Room 
CA-033-B. at the above address. The 
docket room is open between the hours 
of 8:00 a m. and 4:30 p.m., Monday 
through Friday, except Federal holidays. 

Issued in Washington, D.C. on October 10. 
1985. 

Pauls A. Daigneault. 

Director, Natural Gas Division. Office o f 
Fuels Programs. 

(FR Doc 82-25072 Filed 10-21-85; 8:45 am] 

BILLING COOC MSC-01-11 


Energy Information Administration 

Publication of Alternative Fuel Price 
Ceilings and Incremental Price 
Threshold for High Cost Natural Gas 

The Nutural Gas Policy Act of 1978 
(NGPA) (Pub, L 95-021) signed into law 
on November 9.1978. mandated o new 
framework for the regulation of most 
facets of the natural gas industry. In 
general, under Title U of the NGPA, 
interstate natural gas pipeline 
companies are requried to pass through 
certain portions of their acquisition 
costs for natural gas to industrial users 
in the form of a surcharge. The statute 
requires that the ultimate costs of gas to 
the industrial facility should not exceed 
the cost of the fuel oil which the facility 
could use as an alternative. 

Pursuant to Title 11 of the NGPA. 
section 204(e), the Energy Information 
Administration (EJA) herewith publishes 
for the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission (FERC) computed natural 
gas ceiling prices and the high cost gas 
incremental pricing threshold which are 
to be effective November 1* 1985. These 
prices are based on the prices of 
alternative fuels. 

For further information contact: Leroy 
Brown, Jr., Energy Information 
Administration, 1000 Independence 
Avenue. SW., Room BE-034. 

Washington, D.C 20585. Telephone: 

(202) 252-8077. 

Section I 

As requried by FERC Order No. 50, 
computed prices are shown for the 48 
contiguous States. The District of 
Columbia’s ceiling is included with the 
ceiling for the State of Maryland. FERC, 
by an Interim Rule issued on April 2, 
1981, in Docket No. RM7&-21. revised 
the methodology for calculating the 
monthly alternative fuel price ceilings 
for State regions. Under the revised 
methodology, the applicable alternative 
fuel price ceiling published for each of 
the contiguous States shall be the lower 
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of the alternative fuel price ceiling for 
the State or the alternative fuel price 
ceiling for the multistate region in which 
the State is located. 

The price ceiling is expressed in 
dollars per million British Thermal Units 
(BTU's). The method used to determine 
the price ceilings is described in Section 
III. 


State 


Atebww_ 

Amor* 1 - 

Arkvitei' _ 
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Colorado* 
Connocucut* 


Florida--,—-- 

Oortjra*..-,- 
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Mini 

Maryland*- 

Uavrechusatte 1 
U* hiQgn- 

M rvn.-upo*'- 
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Now York*- 


0N0«™-... 

Oklahoma'___ 

Oregon* — - - — 

PinmyMmA — 

Wxxte island 1 _ 
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Souen Dakota 1 - 
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UUh*- 
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3 to 
3.41 
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3 50 
3 50 
391 

3*4 

371 
350 
302 
3 13 
311 
2W 
313 
337 
354 
3*1 
350 
30? 
311 
3.71 
311 
3.50 
311 

370 
3.47 
3.35 
323 
391 

371 
311 
302 
341 

370 
3 55 
350 

• 3 71 

3.11 

371 
341 
3 SO 
366 
360 
366 
313 
313 
350 


• Rftpon bajMJri pnca a* required Dy FERC Interim Rtea, 
••tied or Apr* ?, 1961. * DodH No RM-76-21 

• Raottrt baoad pea computed aa Iria wntgrted terarogt 
pnea of Rag*?* E. F. Q, and H. 


Section 11. Incremental Pricing 
Threshold for High Cost Natural Gas 

The ElA has determined that the 
volume-weighted average price for No. 2 
distillate fuel oil landed in the greater 
New York City Metropolitan area during 
August 1985 was $30.95 per barrel. In 
order to establish the incremental 
pricing threshold for high cost natural 
gas, as identified in the NGPA, Title II, 
section 203(a)(7), this price was 
multiplied by 1.3 and converted to its 
equivalent in millions of BTU's by 
dividing by 5.8. Therefore, the 
incremental pricing threshold for high 
cost natural gas, effective November 1. 
1985. is $6.94 per million BTU's. 


Section III. Method Used to Compute 
Price Ceilings 

The FERC. by Order No. 50, issued on 
September 29.1979. in Docket No. 
RM79-21. established the basis for 
determining the price ceilings required 
by the NGPA. FERC also, by Order No. 
167, issued in Docket No. RMl-27 on 
July 24,1981, made permanent the rule 
that established that only the price paid 
for No. 6 high sulfur content residual 
fuel oil would be used to determine the 
price ceilings. In addition, the FERC, by 
Order No. 181, issued on October 6. 

1981. in Docket No. RM81-28, 
established that price ceilings should be 
published for only the 48 contiguous 
States on a permanent basis. 

A . Data Collected 

The following data were required 
from all companies identified by the EIA 
os sellers of No. 6 high sulfur content 
(greater than 1 percent sulfur content by 
weight) residual fuel oil: for each selling 
price, the number of gallons sold to large 
industrial users in the months of )une 
1985. July 1985, and August 1985. 3 All 
reports of volume sold and price were 
identified by the State into which the oil 
was sold. 

B. Method Used to Determine 
Alternative Price Ceilings 

(1) Calculation of Volume-Weighted 
Average Price 

The prices which will become 
effective November 1,1985. (shown in 
Section I) are based on the reported 
price of No. 8 high sulfur content 
residual fuel oil, for each of the 48 
contiguous States, for each of the 3 
months, June 1985. July 1985, and August 
1985. Reported prices for sales in June 
1985 were adjusted by the percent 
change in the nationwide volume- 
weighted average price from June 1985 
to August 1985. Prices for July 1985 were 
similarly adjusted by the percent change 
in the nationwide volume-weighted 
average price from July 1985 to August 
1985. The volume-weighted 3-month 
average of the adjusted June 1985 and 
July 1985, and the reported August 1985 
prices were then computed for each 
State. 

(2) Adjustment for Price Variation 

States were grouped into the regions 
identified by the FERC (see Section 
1I1.G). Using the adjusted prices and 
associated volumes reported in a region 


9 Large Industrial User—A parson/firm which 
purchuBct No. 6 fuel oil in quantities o14.000 gallon* 
or greater for consumption in a bustne*a. including 
the apjiirr heating of the buftnrw premia***- Electric 
utilitic*. governmental bodies I Federal, State, or 
Local), and the military are JudtnL 


during the 3-month period, the volume- 
weighted standard deviation of prices 
was calculated for each region. The 
volume-weighted 3-month average price 
(as calculated in Section lll.B. (1) above) 
for each State was adjusted downward 
by two times this standard deviation for 
the region to form the adjusted weighted 
average price for the State. 

(3) Calculation of Ceiling Price 

The lowest selling price within the 
State was determined for each month of 
the 3-month period (after adjusting up or 
down by the percent change in oil prices 
at the natonal level as discussed in 
Section ULB(l) above). The products of 
the adjusted low price for each month 
times the State's total reported saJes 
volume for each month were summed 
over the 3-month period for each State 
and divided by the State's total sales 
volume during the 3 months to 
determine the State's average low price. 
The adjusted weighted average price (as 
calculated in Section ULB.(2)) was 
compared to this average low price, and 
the higher of the values was selected as 
the base for determining the alternative 
fuel price ceiling for each State. For 
those States which had no reported 
sales during one or more months of the 
3-month period, the appropriate regional 
volume-weigh ted alternative fuel price 
was computed und used In combination 
with the available State data to 
calculate the State alternative fuel price 
ceiling base. The State’s alternative fuel 
price celling base was compared to the 
alternative fuel price ceiling base for the 
multistate region in which the State is 
located and the lower of these two 
prices was selected as the Final 
alternative fuel price ceiling ba3e for the 
State. The appropriate lag adjustment 
factor (as discussed in Section lll.B.4) 
was then applied to the alternative fuel 
price celling base. The alternative fuel 
price (expressed in dollars per gallon) 
was multiplied by 42 and divided by 8.3 
to estimate the alternative fuel price 
ceiling for the State (expressed in 
dollars per million BTU’s). 

There were insufficient sales reported 
in Region C for the months of June 1985, 
July 1985. and August 1985. lire 
alternative fuel price ceilings for the 
States in Region C were determined by 
calculating the volume-weighted 
average price ceilings for Region E, 
Region F. Region G, und Region H. 

(4) Lag Adjustment 

The EIA has implemented a procedure 
to partially compensate for the two- 
month lag between the end of the month 
for which data ure collected and the 
beginning of the month for which ceiling 
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prices become effective. It was 
determined that Platt's Oilgrum l* *rice 
Report publication provides timely 
information relative to thesubject The 
• prices found in Platt's Oilgram Price. 

Report publication are given for each 
trading day in the form of high and low 
prices for No. 6 residual oil in 20 cities 
throughout the United States. The low 
posted prices for No. 8 residual oil In 
thu&o cities were used to calculate a 
national and a regional lag adjustment 
factor. The national lag adjustment 
factor was obtained by calculating a 
weighted average price for No. 6 high 
sulfur residual fuel oil for the ten trading 
days ending October 18.1085. and 
dividing that price by the corresponding 
weighted average price computed from 
prices published by Platt's for the month 
of August 1085. A regional lag 
adjustment factor was similarly 
calculated for four regions. These are: 
one for FERC Regions A and B 
combined; one for FERC Region C; one 
for FERC Regions D. E, and G combined; 
and one for FERC Regions F and H 
combined. The lower of the national or 
regional lag factor was then applied to 
the alternative fuel price ceiling for each 
State in a given region as calculated in 
Section II1.B.J3). 


Listing of States by Region 

States were grouped by the FERC to 
form eight distinct regions ns follows: 


Htyton A 

Oantscticut 
M u in* 

Mwd sm a 
Nnw I tumpoture 
Rhode Island 
V trmttml 


fUywn D 
Dataware 
Moryfand 

New J#*rwry 

New York 
Pennsylvania 


Hefion C 
Alabama 
Honda 

(letwpM 
Mississippi 
North Carolina 
South CsrnHna 
1 «'nncm<! 
Virginia 

R»yiot r S 

low* 

Kanvu* 

MuNHifl 
Minnesota 
Nebraska 
North O.ikolN 
Sooth Dakota 

R*$ion G 
Colombo 
Idaho 
Montana 
Utah 
Wyoming 


R*&ui a O 

IlblKU* 

Indiana 

KotIndt| 

Mirhigan 

Ohio 

Well VIIXOH4 

Whcontm 


Hegiaii F 

Arkansas 

New Mniro 
Oklahoma 
Tex 4* 


Jfegfarr H 
Arbim* 
OliMii 
NwiuIh 
O regon 
Wi>*tiington 


Issued In Washington. t)C. on October IT, 
1905. 


l~A. PMtii. 

Acting Deputy Administrator. Energy 
information Administration 

[FR Doc. 85-25227 Filed 10-21-85; 8v45 am| 

BUtisG COCC M50-0t-n 


Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission 


I Docket Nos. ER $5-689-000 and ERS5-707- 
000 ) 

Holyoke Water Power Co., and 
Holyoke Power and Electric Co.; Order 
Accepting for Filing and Suspending 
Rates, Noting Interventions, Denying 
Motions. Consolidating Dockets, and 
Establishing Hearing Procedures 

Issued: Ol tuber 15.1965. 

Before Commissioners: Raymond J. 
O’Connor. Chairman; A.G. Sousa and 
Charles G. Stolon. 

On August 16.1985. in Docket No. 
F.R85-689-000. Holyoke Water Power 
Company (HWP) and Holyoke Power 
and Electric Company (HPE) submitted 
for filing changes to their agreements, 
respectively, with the City of Chicopee. 
Massachusetts (Chicopee) and the Town 
of South Hadley. Massachusetts (South 
Hadley). HWP proposes an increase for 
the partial requirements service 
presently provided lo Chicopee under 
Contract Demand Rate No. 1 (CD-IJ of 
approximately $4,300.000 (39.6%). HPE 
proposes to change South Hadley from 
full requirements service to partial 
requirements service and to increase 
rates approximately S1,200.000 under a 
new Contract Demand Rate No. 2 (CO- 
2). 1 HWP and HPE (collectively referred 

to as the Companies) operate on a 
completely integrated basis and 
therefore request that the filing be 
treated by the Commission on a 
consolidated basis. The Companies 
request an effective date of October 15, 
1985, but ask that the rates be 
suspended for five months, until March 


'See AMschmrnt fur rate achedule de*igiw>t»rm* 


15. 1988, 2 or until the first day of 
commercial operation of the Millstone 
Unit No. 3 Nuclear Generating Unit, 
whichever is later. 

Notice of the Companies' filing was 
published in the Federal Register, 1 with 
comments due on or before September 9, 
1985. Chicopee and South Hadley 
(Cities) jointly filed a timely motion to 
intervene in this docket, and raise a 
variety of cost of service and rate design 
issues. 4 The Cities move to reject the 
filing on the grounds that the 
Companies' rate design violates the 
terms of their settlement agreement in 
Docket No. B-6843 and their service 
agreements with the Companies. Thus, 
they contend that the filing violates the 
Mobile-Sierra* doctrine. In support, the 
Cities note that the settlement provides 
for peaking power and base/ 
intermediate power rates based on 
"reasonble allocations of the Company's 
costs of providing electric power having 
the different cost characteristics 
associated" with those services. The 
Cities contend that the rates are not 
cost-based, and that the Companies 
should be required to refile their rates so 
as to comply with the settlement 
agreement, in the alternative, the Cities 
move for summary disposition of the 
cash working capital component, 
decommissioning costs for Millstone 
Unit No. 3, as well as increases in 
decommissioning costs for Millstone 
Unit Nos. 1 and 2, on the grounds that 
these expenses are unsubstaniated and. 
in the case of decommissioning costs, 
have not received regulatory approval. 
The Cities request that the filing not be 
set for hearing on an expedited basis. 
Finally, the Cities request that the 
Commission institute an investigation 
pursuant to sections 206 and 306 of the 
Federal Power Act (FPA) to inquire into 
the justness and reasonableness of the 
purchased power costs flowed through 
the Northeast Utilities Generation and 
Transmission (NUG&T) Agreement. 


, Thc Ooenparwes* proposed effrrtue dnl*. while 
intruded !«> Hr sixty days after filing. fall* or*' day 
short af the required minimum miUuL 

*50 FR J52M6 (1VS5). 

* Vhexa »* stirs include. (!) fcueuive purchased 
power cost*: 12) improper rate design: (3) exeemiv* 
reserve rapacity and (4) excessive mlr of return. 

• Untted Gm> Pipe Utm Co v M.tbde Cm Servtc* 

Carp 3SO VS 332; FTC v Stem Pacific Power Ox. 
350 U.& 346(14**) 
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The interveners concur in the 
Companies' requested suspension 
period, but ask that if the commercial 
operation date for Millstone Unit No. 3 
is six months beyond November 1,1986. 
that the Commission require the 
Companies to update their tiling. 

The Companies filed an answer to the 
Cities' intervention on September 20. 
1985. While not opposing the 
intervention, the Companies do oppose 
the motion to reject and the motions for 
summary disposition. Additionally, the 
Companies oppose the Cities' requests 
to ivestigate the NUG&T Agreement, 
that the case not be set for expedited 
hearing, and that the Companies update 
their Tiling if Millstone Unit No. 3 is 
delayed six months beyond November 1. 
1988, 

Discussion 

Pursuant to Rule 214 of the 
Commission's Rule of Practice and 
Ih-ocedure. the timely motion to 
intervene makes the Cities parties to 
this proceeding. 

We shall deny the Cities' motions to 
reject the Companies' Tiling or require 
them to refile their rates. 'The language 
upon which the intervenors rely in 
support of their request is exceedingly 
broad in nature. What constitutes a 
"reasonable allocation" of costs raises 
issues which are more properly 
determined on the basis of an 
evidentiary hearing. 

With respect to the Cities' motions for 
summary disposition, we shall deny 
them. The Cities rely upon the 
Commission's proposed rulemaking 
applicable to cash working capital * in 
support of their motion on this issue. 

The method contained in thut rule is. at 
this time, simply a proposal. Thi9 is not 
a proper basis for summary disposition. 
With respect to the Millstone 
decommissioning costs, the fuct that the 
Commission has not yet examined and 
upproved these costs is not grounds for 
rejection of the expenses in the 
Companies* cost of service. If the 
intervenors believe that such costs are 
excessive or should be eliminated, they 
may pursue these matters at hearing. 

Our review of the Companies filings 
indicates that the rates have not been 
shown to be just and reasonable, and 
may be unjust, unreasonable, unduly 
discriminatory or preferential, or 
otherwise unlawful. Accordingly, we 
shall accept the rates for Tiling and 
suspend them as ordered below. 


4 Notice* or Proposed Rulemaking. Cukulutlon of 
Cash Working C*piul Allowance for Electric 
Utilities, Dorkrt No RMfrMMW. 40 KR 143*4 
(1904) 


In West Texas Utilities Company. 18 
FERC1 61,189 (1982), we explained that 
where our preliminary review indicates 
that proposed rates may be unjust and 
unreasonable, and may be substantially 
excessive, as defined in West Texas, we 
would generally impose a maximum 
suspension. Here, our examination 
suggests that the proposed rates may 
yield substantially excessive revenues. 
Further, the Companies request a five 
month suspension of the proposed rates, 
and the customers concur in this 
request. Therefore, we shall accept the 
Companies* proposed rates for filing and 
suspend them, to become effective on 
the later of March 16.1986. or the first 
day of commercial operation of the 
Millstone Unit No. 3, subject to refund. 

With respect to the Cities' request that 
the Companies be required to update 
their filing if the commercial operation 
date of Millstone No. 3 is delayed six 
months beyond November 1,1986. the 
Cities have provided no basis for 
requiring refiling. We shall therefore 
deny the request. 

The Companies' filing includes an 
element in the purchased power costs 
comprising an allowance for 
decommissioning costs of Millstone Unit 
No. 1. 2, and 3. 7 These costs have also 
been included in a filing submitted in 
Docket No. ER85-707-000 by Western 
Massachusetts Electric Company.* 
Because we find that common questions 
of law and fact relating to Millstone Unit 
Nos. 1. 2, and 3 decommissioning costs 
may be presented in this docket and 
Docket No. ER85-707-000, we shall 
phase this issue in both dockets and 
consolidate them for purposes of hearing 
and decision. 

The Cities request that the 
Commission not institute expedited 
procedures for the trail of this case. We 
believe that this decision is best left to 
the discretion of the Chief 
Administrative Law Judge. 

The Cities further request that we 
institute an investigation, pursuant to 
sections 206 and 306 of the Federal 
Power Act. into the justness and 
reasonableness of the rates charged to 
the Companies as a result of (he NUG&T 
Agreement, The NUG&T Agreement 
provides for a sharing of costs among 


’The ownert of Millstone No. 3 Include: Centra! 
Maine Power C<k Central Vermont Public Service 
Co.. Eastern Utilities Associates. New England 
Electric System. Connecticut Light and Power Co- 
Western Massachusetts Electric Co.. Public Service 
Company of New Hampshire. United Illuminating 
Co., the Town of South Hadley. Mass. the Town of 
Chicopee. Mass., and three other municipalities. 

4 In addition. Millstone No 3 decommissioning 
coats have been included by Connecticut light ft 
Power Company in Docket No. ERB5-72CMJ0O. The 
Commission has not yet acted upon that filing, 
however 


the operating utilities of Northeast 
Utilities, Inc. a public utility holding 
company of which I iWP and HWE are 
wholly-owned subsidiaries. We do not 
find that such an investigation has been 
shown to be warranted at this time. 
While the intervenors allege that the 
NUG&T Agreement passes on unjust 
and unreasonable costs, they have not 
supported their allegations in any detail. 
Further, we do not believe that the 
matter is properly punned in the present 
docket, which concerns HWFs and 
HPE's rates to the Cities. An 
investigation of the NUG&T Agreement 
is a complex undertaking which should 
be pursued, if at all, in a separate 
proceeding. We 6hall therefore deny the 
Cities' request for an investigation; our 
denial, however, is without prejudice to 
their filing a complaint pursuant to 
section 306 of the Federal Power Act. 

Finally, we note that HPE's proposed 
CD-2 rate with South Hadley contains 
an automatic tax adjustment clause 
provision. Implementation of any change 
under the tax adjustment clause will 
constitute a change in rate and require a 
timely filing with the Commission 
pursuant to Part 35 of our regulations. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) The Cities* motions to reject and 
for summary disposition are hereby 
denied 

(B) The Cities' request for a formal 
investigation of the NUG&T Agreement 
is hereby denied without prejudice. 

(C) The Companies' proposed rates 
are hereby accepted for filing and are 
suspended, to become effective on the 
later of March 18,1986, or the date of 
commercial operation of Millstone No. 3. 
subject to refund; the Cities* request 
with respect to updating the filing is 
denied, discussed in the body of this 
order. 

(D) The Companies shall notify the 
Commission within 10 days of the date 
of commercial operation of Millstone 
No. 3. 

(E) Pursuant to the authority 
contained in and subject to the 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
section 402(a) of the Department of 
Energy Organization Act and by the 
Federal Power Act, particularly sections 
205 and 206 thereof, and pursuant to the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure and the regulations under the 
Federal Power Act (18 CFR. Chapter I), a 
public hearing shall be held concerning 
the justness and reasonableness of the 
Companies' rates. 

(F) The Commission staff shall serve 
top sheets in this proceeding within 10 
days of the date of this order. 
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(G) Subdocket -000 of Docket No. 
ER85-689 is hereby terminated. Docket 
No. ER85-889-001 is assigned to the 
evidentiary proceeding ordered herein. 

(1 i) The issues concerning nuclear 
decommissioning costs for Millstone 
Unit Nos. 1. 2, and 3 8re hereby phased, 
as discussed in the body of the order. 

(1) Docket Nos. ER85-6rt9-001 and 
ER85-707-001 are consolidated, with 
respect to the issue of Millstone 
decommissioning costs, for purposes of 
hearing and decision. 

(]) The Chief Administrative Law 
|udge shall designate one or more 
administrative law judges to preside 
over the separate and consolidated 
aspects of these dockets. The presiding 
judge(s) is authorized to establish 
procedural dates and to rule on oil 
motions (except motions to dismiss) as 
provided in the Commission’s Rules of 
Practice and Procedure. 

(K) The Secretary shall promptly 
publish this order in the Federal 
Register. 

By the Commissim, 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 85-25081 Filed 10-21-85; 8:45 am) 
BILLING COOC §70-01-11 


(Docket No. ER85-892-000 et all 

Southwestern Electric Power Co.; 
Order Accepting foe Filing and 
Suspending Rates, Noting 
Intervention, Granting Waiver, 

Ordering Summary Disposition, 
Consolidating Dockets, and 
Establishing Hearing Procedures 

Issued; October 15,1965 

On August 18.1985. Southwestern 
Electric Power Company (SWKPCO) 
submitted for filing a proposed rate 
increase for firm power service to Cajun 
Electric Power Cooperative. Inc. 

(Cajun). 1 SWEPCO provides service to 
Cajun pursuant to a firm power 
agreement which provides for a 
formulary rate. Beginning with the 
inservice date of SWEPCO’s Pirkey Unit 
No. 1, the firm power agreement 
provides for an annual true-up to 
recompute the prior year’s rate based on 
actual cost data, including SWEPCO’a 
actual earned return. The rate developed 
under the true-up will also become the 
interim rate to be charged until the next 
true-up. Based on SWEPCO'a 1984 data. 
SWEPCO proposes to increase the 
common equity component from 15.7% 


'SWEPCO** submittnl la designated a* 
Supplement No. 1 ro ft slur Schedule FFRC No, Itt 


to 18.77%.*This would increase 
revenues by about $318,018. The Finn 
power agreement provides that the 
revised rates will become effective on 
the first day of the month following the 
commercial operation date of 
SWEPCO’s Pirkey Unit No. 1. SWEPCO 
states that Pirkey Unit No. 1 was placed 
in commercial operation on January 3. 
1985, and. therefore. SWEPCO requests 
waiver of the notice requirements to 
permit an effective date of February* 1, 
1985. 

Notice of the filing was published in 
the Federal Register * with comments, 
protests, or motions to intervene due on 
or before September 9,1985. On 
September 4.1985, Cajun filed a request 
for an extension of time to file a motion 
to intervene, wheih was granted. On 
September 12,1985, Cajun filed a timely 
motion to intervene. Cajun reguests 
suspension of the filing on the grounds 
that the formula calculations, for items 
other than return on equity, reflect 
projected costs for a period beyond 
December 1.1985, in contravention of 
the contract, and that the return on 
equity Is excessive. 

On September 27.1985. SWEPCO filed 
a timely response to Cajun’s motion. 
While not opposing Cajun's motion to 
intervene, the Company opposes the use 
of a test year not ending March 31,1988, 
and contends that it shoud be allowed 
the use of an 18.77% return on common 
equity. 

Discussion 

Pursuant to Rule 214 of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 385.214), the timely 
motion to intervene serves to make 
Cajun a party to this proceeding. 

Our review indicates that SWEPCO 
has used the wrong time frame for 
computing its interim charges. 
SWEPCO’s contract .with Cajun 
provides that charges will be based on 
the calendar year 1985 or the twelve 
months succeeding the in-service date of 


’SWEPCO tarhnowkdges the Commission's 
policy. annouened In recent S\>\ r EPCO onlet s. not to 
permit the operation of automatically Uniting 
return on common equity formulae surii as that 
Incorporated In the 1S82 Agreement Between 
SWEPCO end Cnjun end accepted for tiKn# the 
Docket No ER&VSS-GOO Accordingly. SWFPCO 
seeks a fixed return on common equity SWKPCO 
filing include* revisions in the formula* attached to 
■nd incorporated in the 1982 Agreement SWEPCO 
states that where the originally filed formulas 
provided for the return on common equity to be 
adjusted on an annual basis, the replacement 
forum la sheets reflect, at all approprate placet, a 
fixed return on common equity of lS.77x>, the result 
of the formula calculation for use in 19*5 5WEPCO 
adda that it will not change such return on common 
equity In the future without filing and notice in the 
Commission 

*50 FR 35298 (19851. 


Pirkey Unit No. 1 whichever is later. 
SWKPCO contends that the use of a test 
year ending March 31.1986 ia 
appropriate because it is consistent with 
its contract with Cajun, which permits 
the parties to make adjustments in order 
to take into account a first contract year 
of less then twelve months and because 
the filings were prepared in 1984, when 
it was anticipated that the test year 
would began commercial operation on 
|anuary 3.1985 SWEPCO should have 
used calender year 1985 to compute its 
interim charges, in accordance witfrthe 
terms of its contract. Accordingly, we 
shall order summary disposition with 
respect to this issue. 

Our review of SWEPCO’s submittal 
indicates that the rules 4 have not been 
shown to be just and reasonable and 
may be unjust, unreasonable, unduly 
discriminatory or preferential, or 
otherwise unlawful. Accordingly, we 
shall accept the rates for filing and 
suspend them as ordered below. 

In West Texas Utilities Company, 18 
FERC |61,189 (1982). we explained that 
where our preliminary examination 
indicates that the proposed rates may be 
unjust and unreasonable, and may be 
substantially excessive, as defined in 
West Texas, we would generally impose 
a maximum suspension. Here, our 
examination suggests that the proposed 
rates may yield substantially excessive 
revenues. We shall therefore suspend 
SWEPCO’s rates, as modified, for five 
months. 

SWEPCO requests waiver of the 
notice requirements to permit an 
effective date of February 1 , 1985, In 
support of the requested waiver, 
SWEPCO states that, under the 
agreement, it was obligated to provide 
the customer with estimated monthly 
charges under the formula rate prior to 
March 15.1985, and that the estimated 
charges under the formula rate were 
submitted to the customer on January 31. 
1985. six weeks prior to the date 
required under the contract. SWEPCO 
states that, while it could have 
simultaneously filed the estimated 1985 
charges with the Commission. SWEPCO 
delayed filing the proposed charges to 
afford the customer the opportunity to 
review the proposed charges and 
resolve any questions or concerns 


• In Docket No ERS.MXMXW the Director of tha 
Commission » Office of Electric Power Regulation 
Accepted SWEPCO * contract with Cajun for filing, 
but directed the company to Tike a new request for 
return on common equity when the equity 
component of the formula rate exceeded IS 7%. The 
revised mtes in the present docket reflect only such 
s change in equity return. Therefore, only the return 
on equity component of the utes shall be si issue In 

this esse. The revenues assoc iated with s return on 
equity in excess of 15 ?% shall be subprl to refund 
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directly with SWEPCO. The customer 
reviewed the proposed charges and 
pointed out certain errors to SWEPCO 
and executed a letter of concurrence 
dated August 1 . 1985. supporting the 
requested effective date. SWEPCO 
corrected the errors noted by Cajun and 
tendered its filing on August 16, 1985. 
SWEPCO's efforts to accommodate and 
obtain Cajun's consent prior to filing 
with the Commission accounts for 
SWEPCO's delay in filing. Therefore, we 
find that SWEPCO has demonstrated 
good cause for waiver and shall grant 
SWEPCO*! request. Accordingly, we 
shall suspend SWEPCO's rates, as 
modified by summary disposition, for 
five months to become effective on July 
1,1985. subject to refund, as noted 
above. 

We find that common questions of 
law and fact may be presented in 
Docket Nos. ER85-424-001, ER85-425- 
001, ER85-4G8-091, ER85-534-001 and 
ER85-892-000. As a result we shall 
consolidate this docket with Docket 
Nos. ER85-424-001, et ai, for purposes 
of hearing and decision. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) SWEPCO's request for waiver of 
the notice requirements is hereby 
granted. 

(B) Summary disposition is hereby 
ordered, as noted in the body of this 
order, with respect to the time frame for 
computing interim charges. 

(C) SWEPCO's proposed rates, as 
modified by summary disposition, are 
hereby accepted for filing and 
suspended for five months from 
February 1,1985. to become effective on 
July 1 . 1985. subject to refund. 

(D) Pursuant to the authority 
contained in and subject to the 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
section 402(a) of the Department of 
Energy Organization Act and by the 
Federal Power Act, particularly sections 
205 and 208 thereof, and pursuant to the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure and the regulations under the 
Federal Power Act (18 CFR. Chapter I). a 
public hearing shall be held concerning 
the justness and reasonableness of 
SWEPCO's rates. 

(E) Subdocket -000 in Docket No. 
ER85-692 is hereby terminated, and 
Docket No. ER85-692-001 is assigned to 
the evidentiory hearing ordered herein. 

(F) Docket Nos. ER85-424-001, ER85- 
425-001. HR85-468-001. ER85-534-001 
and ER85-092-001 are hereby 
consolidated for purposes of hearing 
and decision. 

(G) The presiding administrative law 
judge designated to preside in Docket 
Nos. KR85-424-O01, et aL shall 
determine procedures best suited to 


accommodate consolidation of this 
docket with the pending proceeding. 

(H) The Secretary shall promptly 
publish this order in the Federal 
Register. 

By the Commission. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 85-25082. Filed 10-21-85:8:45 om| 

BILLING COD€ S717-01-M 


I Projects Nos. 5248-999 et mi) 

West Slope Power Co. et af; 
Availability of Final Environmental 
Impact Analysis Report 

October 17.1985. 

Pursuant to section 306 of the Energy 
and Water Appropriation Act of 1983 
(Pub. L 98-50). the staff of the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission has 
prepared a comprehensive water 
resources analysis covering Merced. 
Mariposa, Madera and Fresno Counties, 
California: The Final Environmental 
Impact Analysis Report of Small-acale 
Hydroelectric Development in Selected 
Watersheds in the Upper San (oaquin 
River Basin. 

The Final Environmental Impact 
Analysis Report discusses the impacts 
of 12 hydroelectric projects on selected 
target resources in watersheds of the 
Upper San (oaquin River Basin. The 
geographical scope of this report is 
limited to creeks specifically mentioned 
in Section 306 of Public Law 98-50 and 
to creeks in adjacent areas. The Final 
Environmental Impact Analysis Report 
describes: (1) Teh projects under study 
and alternatives: (2) important target 
resources in the study area: (3) 
anticipated impacts on those resources 
and mitigative measures to eliminate or 
lessen those impacts; (4) unavoidable 
adverse impacts on target resources: 
and (5) Staffs responses to public 
comments on the draft environmental 
impact report. 

Copies of the document may be 
ordered from: Division of Public 
Information, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission. 825 North Capitol Street, 
NE. Washington. D C. 20426. For further 
information, please contact Thomas N. 
Russo (202) 378-1976 or George C. 
O'Connor. Jr. (202) 357-8132. 

Kenneth F. Flumb. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 85-25085 Filed 10-21-85: 8:45 am] 

BILLING COOC S7174I-M 


[Docket Nos CP85-883-000 stall 

Northwest Pipeline Corp. et al.; 

Natural Gas Certificate Filings 

Take notice that the following filings 
have been made with the Commission. 

1. Northwest Pipeline Corporation 

[Docket No. CP85-883-000] 

October 10,1985. 

Take notice that on September 17, 

1985, Northwest Pipeline Corporation 
(Northwest), 295 Chipeta Way, Salt Lake 
City, Utah 84110, filed in Docket No. 
CP85-883-000 a request pursuant to 
5 157.205 of the Commission’s 
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 157.205) for permission and 
approval to abandon a sales lateral and 
meter station along with related service 
previously provided to Cascade Natural 
Gas Company (Cascade) under the 
authorization issued in Docket No. 
CP82-433-000 pursuant to Section 7 of 
the Natural Gas Act, all as more fully 
set forth in the request on file with the 
Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Northwest proposes to abandon its 
Lime sales lateral and Lime sales meter 
station located in Baker County. Oregon, 
and the related service provided thereby 
to Cascade. 

It is stated that the Lime lateral and 
meter station were constructed in 1959 
and that the Lime lateral consists of 
approximately 1.6 miles of 4Vk inch O.D. 
pipeline in Baker County. Oregon, 
extending from Northwest’s mainline to 
Cascade's customer, the Portland 
Cement plant. 

It is explained that by letter dated 
June 19,1985. Cascade informed 
Northwest that it did not object to the 
retirement of the Lime lateral facilities. 
Northwest states that the Portland 
Cement plant, the only customer ever 
served from these facilities, relocated its 
plant to Durkee, Oregon, in 1980, and 
that no service through the Line lateral 
and meter station has occurred since 
that time. 

Northwest explained that it sold up to 
300 million Btu of gas to Cascade at the 
Lime meter station under Rate Schedule 
ODL-1. It is asserted that in Docket No. 
CP85-843-000, Northwest filed an 
application requesting authority, inter 
alia, to reallocate this ODL-1 maximum 
daily delivery obligation of 300 million 
Btu from the Lime meter station to a new 
delivery point proposed therein. 

It is stated that Northwest would 
remove approximately 1,600 feet of 4 Hi 
inch O.D. pipeline, retire in place 
approximately 6.950 feet of 4Mr inch 
O.D. pipeline, and remove the sales 
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meter station piping, building, and 
chainlink fencing. The meter station site 
would be restored, to the extent 
possible, to a natural state. 

Comment date: November 25.1985, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph C 
at the end of this notice. 

2. Southern Natural Gas Company 

(Docket No. CP8S-899-000) 

October 10.1965. 

Take notice that on September 23, 
1985, Southern Natural Gas Company 
(Southern), Post Office Pox 2563, 
Birmingham. Alabama 35202-2563. filed 
in Docket No. CP85-899-000 a request 
pursuant to { 157.205 of the Regulations 
under the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 
157.205) for authorization to abandon 
certain facilities and to construct, install 
and operate certain other facilities in 
connection with a change in delivery 
point, under the authorization issued in 
Docket No. CP82-406-000 pursuant to 
Section 7 of the Natural Gas Act. all as 
more fully set forth in the request which 
is on file with the Commission and open 
to public inspection. 

Southern states that Alabama Gas 
Corporation (Alagasco) provides natural 
gas service to the City of Birmingham. 
Alabama, and surrounding areas by 
purchases it makes from Southern at 
twelve measuring stations, which 
together constitute the Birmingham area 
delivery point in the currently effective 
Exhibit A to the service agreement 
between Southern and Alagasco dated 
September 19.1969. It is further stated 
that although said Exhibit A provides 
that Southern would deliver gas to 
Alagasco at the Genery Gap meter 
station at a delivery pressure of 250 psig. 
Southern is unable to maintain contract 
pressure during peak hours due to 
undersized station piping. In order to 
deliver gas to Alagasco at the Genery 
Gap Meter Station at the contract 
delivery pressure. Southern proposes to 
abandon the metering and regulating 
facilities at the station and to construct 
and operate replacement facilities. 

Southern states that the total 
estimated cost of the abandonment and 
subsequent construction and installation 
is approximately $131,599. Southern 
further states that there would be no 
increase in the Birmingham area 
contract demand associated with the 
proposed replacement. 

Southern states that in conjunction 
with the proposed replacement. 

Southern and Alagasco have agreed to 
change Alagasco's contract delivery 
pressure to line pressure, but not less 
than 250 psig nor more than 500 psig. 
Southern asserts that (1) it hus sufficient 
capacity to accomplish deliveries at the 


delivery point without detriment or 
disadvantage to its other customers: (2) 
deliveries would have no significant 
impact on Southern’s peak day and 
annual deliveries: and (3) the activities 
proposed herein are not prohibited by 
any existing tariff of Southern. 

Comment date: November 25.1985. in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph G 
at end of this notice. 

3. United Gas Pipe Line Company 

(Docket No. 0*85-908-0001 
October 10.1985. 

Take notice that on September 24. 
1985. United Gas Pipe Line Company 
(United). P.O. Box 1478. Houston, Texas 
77001. filed in Docket No. CP85-908-000 
an application pursuant to section 7 of 
the Natural Gas act for a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity 
authorizing the transportation of natural 
gas and construction of certain natural 
gas facilities, all as more fully set forth 
in the application which is on file with 
the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

United states that parts of its system 
in Louisiana have become plagued by 
the presence of excess hydrocarbon 
liquids. United indicates that when the 
liquefiubles contained in the raw gas 
condense in the pipeline, which occurs 
primarily in the winter months, there 
can be a significant drop of pressure in 
the pipeline system. In addition. United 
states that there is a possibility that 
some customers could receive fluids 
during deliveries of gas. Accordingly, 
United asserts that the removal of these 
excess liquids and liquefiable 
hydrocarbons which form is necessary 
for the safe and efficient operation of 
United's system. 

United states that it has entered into 
gas processing agreements with 
PelroUnited Products. Inc. IPtetroUnitcd). 
It is indicated that PetroUnited would 
own. and United would install and 
operate, two grts processing plants 
connected with United's system in 
Calcasieu and Livingston Parishes, 
Louisiana. Pursuant to the agreements, 
each of which covers one plant. United 
proposes to deliver Its total gas streams 
to PetroUnited. and PetroUnited would 
process the gas and extract and retain 
liquids and liquefiable hydrocarbons of 
a thermal content of up to 4.500 billion 
Btu’s at each plant per day. It is 
explained that as payment for the gas 
removed by processing. PetroUnited 
would deliver to United, at mutually 
agreeable points, a thermally equivalent 
volume of pipeline guality gas. 

United states that in order to connect 
PetroUnited’s plants to United’s 
systems. United seeks authorization to 


install and operate two tap valves for 
each plant at a cost of $150,000. which 
would be financed from funds on hand. 
United also indicates that PetroUnited 
w ould reimburse United for all 
construction and operating costs of the 
pipeline facilities. 

United also requests that the 
Commission declare that PetroUnited’s 
purchase of supplies to be used in 
payment for the gas that processing 
removes and the redelivery of that gas 
to United would not subject PetroUnited 
or its supplier to Natural Gas Act 
jurisdiction. 

Comment date: October 30,1985. in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph F 
at the end of this notice. 

4. Columbia Gas Transmission 
Corporation and Columbia Gulf 
Transmission Company 

(Docket No. 01*85-893-000) 

October 11.1985. 

Take notice that on September 20, 
1985. Columbia Gas Transmission 
Corporation (Columbia Transmission). 
1700 MacCorkle Avenue. SJL. 
Charleston. West Virginia 25314. and 
Columbia Culf Transmission Company 
(Columbia Gulf), 3805 West Alabama 
Avenue. Houston. Texas 77027, 
hereinafter referred to jointly as 
Applicants, filed in Docket No. CP85- 
893-000 a request pursuant to $ 157.205 
of the Commission’s Regulations under 
the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.205) for 
authorization to transport natural gas on 
behalf of United States Steel 
Corporation (US Steel) under their 
certificates issued in Docket Nos. CP83- 
76-000 and CP83—196-000, respectively, 
pursuant to Section 7 of the Natural Gas 
Act. all as more fully set forth in their 
request on file with the Commission and 
open to public inspection. 

Applicants propose to transport on 
behalf of US Steel up to 16.65 billion Btu 
equivalent of natural gas per day for 
delivery to US Steel’s Haverhill. Ohio, 
plant and up to 40 billion Btu equivalent 
of natural gas per day for delivery to US 
Steel’s Lorain. Ohio, plant in accordance 
with gas transportation agreements 
dated July 1. 1985. It is explained that 
US Steel would purchase gas from 
Yankee Resources. Inc., and TXO 
Production Corp. pursuant to gas sales 
agreements dated April 8.1985, and July 
1.1985, respectively. It is explained that 
the gas sales agreements reflect that 
Yankee and TXO would muke their gas 
supplies Available to US Steel from 
undesignated sources. It is further 
explained that the gas would be 
received by Columbia Gulf from US 
Steel’s designees. (1) Natural Gas 
Pipeline Company of America at the 
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Texaco Henry plant. Vermilion Parish. 
Louisiana, f2) ANR Pipeline Company ot 
Patterson, I-ouisiana. and Centerville. 
Ixiuiaiana. and (3) United Gas Pipeline 
Company at Erath or Oila. Louisiana, 
and gas would be delivered in exchange 
therefor to Columbia Transmission at 
existing points of interconnection. 
Columbia Transmission proposes in turn 
to redeliver equivalent quantities to 
Columbia Gas of Ohio. Inc. (COH). the 
distributor, for ultimate delivery to US 
Steel for use as boiler fuel and process 
gas in the plants. 

Applicants also request flexible 
authority to add or delete receipt/ 
delivery points associated with sources 
of gas acquired by US Steel. The flexible 
authority requested applies only to 
points related to sources of gas supply, 
not to delivery points in the market area. 
Applicants will file a report providing 
certain information with regard to the 
addition or deletion of sources of gas as 
further detailed in the application and 
any additional sources of gas would 
only be obtained to constitute the 
transportation quantities herein and not 
to increase those quantities. 

Columbia Gulf proposes to charge the 
applicable rate set forth In its Rate 
Schedule T-2 for its transportation 
serv ice: offshore to Kentucky—23.92 
cents per dt equivalent of gas and 1.09 
percent of the total quantity of gas 
delivered into its system would be 
retained for company-use and 
unaccounted-for gas: lateral onshore to 
Kentucky—14.28 cents per dt equivalent 
of gas and 1.50 percent retained; Rayne. 
Louisiana, to Kentucky—12.70 cents per 
dt equivalent of gas and 1.50 percent 
retained: and Corinth. Mississippi, to 
Kentucky—0.30 cents per dt equivalent 
of gas and 0.75 percent retained. 

Columbia Transmission proposers to 
charge the applicable rate set forth in its 
Rate Schedule TS-1 for its 
transportation service: gas received 
from Columbia Gulf at Leach, 

Kentucky—21.16 cents per dt equivalent: 
gas received from Columbia Gulf at 
receipt points other than Leach. 
Kentucky—29.93 cents pec dt equivalent; 
whichever is applicable and provided 
the volumes are within the total daily 
entitlements (TDE) of COH. Columbia 
Transmission’s existing purchaser 
customer. However, it is indicated that 
Columbia Transmission would charge 
32-50 cents per dt equivalent for gas it 
receives from Columbia Gulf at Leach. 
Kentucky, and 41.27 cents per dt 
equivalent for gas rcelved from receipt 
points other than Leach, Kentucky, if the 
volumes are in excess of COH’s TDE. 
Additionally. Columbia Transmission 
proposes to charge the GR! rate for all 


the gas transported, as set forth in its 
Rate Schedule TS-1. Columbia 
Transmission further states it would 
retain 2.43 percent of the total quantity 
of gas delivered into its system for 
company-use and unaccounted-for gas. 
as set forth in its Rate Schedule TS-1. 

Applicants advise that the proposed 
transportation service commenced on 
]une 27.1905. pursuant to the self- 
implementing provisions of § 157.209. 

Comment date: November 25,1905, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph G 
at the end of this notice. 

5. National Fuel Gas Supply Corporation 
([locket No. CPftS-887-COOl 

October 11.1005. 

Take notice that on September 17. 
1985. National Fuel Gas Supply 
Corporation (National). Ten Lafayette 
Square. Buffalo. New York 14203. filed in 
Docket No. CP85-887-000 a request 
pursuant to $ 157.205 of the Regulations 
under the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 
157.205) for authorization to add two 
additional emergency points of delivery 
to its affiliate. Natural Fuel Gas 
Distribution Corporation (Distribution), 
under the certificate issued in Docket 
No. CP83-4-000 pursuant to Section 7 of 
the Natural Gas Act all as more fully 
set forth in the request on file with the 
Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

National proposes to construct 
emergency sales tap facilities in 
Bradford Township. McKeon County, 
Pennsylvania, and deliver 11,000 Mcf 
per day to Distribution during 
emergency conditions. National states 
that the proposed deliveries will serve 
existing markets and will have no 
impact on it peak day and annuul 
deliveries. 

Comment dote: November 25.1985. in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph C 
at the end of this notice. 

6. Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company A 
Division of Tenneco Inc. 

|Docket No. CP85-900~000| 

October 11.1985. 

Take notice that on September 23. 
1985, Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, 
a Division of Tenneco Inc. (Tennessee). 
P.O. Box 2511, Houston, Texas 77001, 
filed in Docket No. CP85-900-000 a 
request pursuant to 5 157.205 of the 
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 157.205) for authorization to 
construct and operate one sales top and 
appurtenant facilities to serve an 
existing customer. Consolidated, Gas 
Transmission Corporation 
(Consolidated), under Tennessee’s 
certificate issued in Docket No. CP82- 
413-000 pursuant to section 7 of the 


Natural Gas Act. all as more fully set 
forth in the request on file with the 
Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Tennessee states that pursuant to 
Consolidated request, it has agreed to 
establish a new delivery point in Zone 5 
of its system near the Town of Hopewell 
In Ontario County. New York. 

Tennessee further states that the new 
delivery point is necessary to enable 
Consolidated to serve the additional 
requirements of its customers in the 
Canandaiqua. New York. area. It is 
indicated that all costs associated with 
the construction of the proposed new 
delivery point would be borne by 
Consolidated. Such costs are estimated 
to be $167,500. 

The proposed facilities, it is asserted, 
would consist of a side valve assembly 
on Tennessee’s existing pipeline, gas 
measurement facilities, and pipeline 
connecting facilities. It is explained that 
the maximum daily volume to be 
delivered at the proposed point would 
be 10,000 Mcf. 

Tennessee does not propose to 
increase or decrease the total daily and/ 
or annual volumes it is authorized to 
deliver to Consolidated. Tennessee 
asserts that the establishment of the 
proposed new delivery point is not 
prohibited by its currently effective 
tariff and that it has sufficient capacity 
to accomplish the deliveries at the 
proposed new delivery point without 
detriment or disadvantage to any of 
Tennessee's other customers. 

Comment date: November 25,1985. in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph C 
at the end of this notice. 

7. Trunkline Gas Company 

(Docket No. CP84-577-017) 

October 11.1985. 

Take notice that on September 19. 
1985. Trunkline Gas Company 
(Applicant). P.O. Box 1042, Houston. 
Texas 77001, filed in Docket No. CP84- 
577-017 a request pursuant to section 7 
of the Natural Gas Act and 5 157.205 of 
the Regulations under the Natural Gas 
Act (18 CFR 157.205) for authorization to 
make an off-system sale of natural gas. 
The request is pursuant to authorization 
granted by the Commission's order 
issued October 29.1904. in Docket No. 
CPB4-577-0OO, authorizing a sales for 
take-or-pay relief program (STOPR). all 
as more fully set forth in the request 
which is on file with the Commission 
and open for public inspection. 

Applicant proposes to make an off- 
system sale of gas to N-Rcn Corporation 
(N-Ren). an industrial end-user. 
Pursuant to the terms of an industrial 
gas contract dated May 17,1985, 
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between Applicant and N-Ren. 

Applicant states it would deliver up to 
32,000 Mcf of gas per day, on an 
interruptible basis, to Midwestern Gas 
Transmission Company (Midwestern), 
for the account of N-Ren. at an existing 
point of interconnection between 
Applicant and Midwestern near 
Potomac. Vermilion County, Illinois. 
Pursuant to a transportation agreement 
dated September 9.1985, between 
Applicant and Midwestern, Midwestern 
would deliver the gas to Northern 
Illinois Gas Company (NI-Gan). for the 
account of N-Ren, at an existing point of 
interconnection near Joliet. Illinois, it is 
explained. NI-Gas would then deliver 
the gas to N-Ren's facility in East 
Dubuque. Illinois, it is indicated. 

It is stated that the sales price is 
$2.7024 per dt equivalent of gas. It is 
explained that the sales price consists of 
Applicant's average cost of gas, the CRI 
surcharge. Midwestern's transportation 
charge, and an added margin pursuant 
to the authorization in the STOPR order. 

It is stated that the service is 
conditioned upon the availability of 
capacity sufficient to provide service 
without detriment to Applicant's 
existing customers. The term of the 
service under the authorization sought 
herein would be from the date of the 
first delivery, with termination to 
coincide with the expiration under the 
STOPR program, it is indicated. 

Comment date: November 25.1985, in 
accordance with Standard Paragraph G 
at the end of this notice. 

Standard Paragraphs: 

F. Any person desiring to be heard or 
make any protest with reference to said 
filing should on or before the comment 
date file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission. 825 North 
Capitol Street. N.E., Washington. D.C. 

Appendix 


20426, a motion to intervene or a protest 
in accordance with the requirements of 
the Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 385.211 and 385.214) 
and the Regulations under the Natural 
Cas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All protests 
filed with the Commission will be 
considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a motion to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act 
and the Commission's Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this filing 
if no motion to intervene is filed within 
the time required herein, if the 
Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a motion 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for. unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for the applicant to appear 
or be represented at the hearing. 

G. Any person or the Commission's 
staff may, within 45 days after the 
issuance of the instant notice by the 
Commission, file pursuant to Rule 214 of 
the Commission's Procedural Rules (18 
CFR 385.214) a motion to intervene or 


notice of intervention and pursuant to 
i 157.205 of the Regulations under the 
Natural Cas Act (18 CFR 157.205) a 
protest to the request. If no protest is 
filed within the time allowed therefor, 
the proposed activity shall be deemed to 
be authorized effective the day after the 
time allowed for filing a protest. If a 
protest is filed and not withdrawn 
within 30 days after the time allowed for 
filing a protest, the instant request shall 
be treated as an application for 
authorization pursuant to Section 7 of 
the Natural Cas Act. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc 85-25066 Filed 10-21-85; 8:45 am) 
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(Docket No. RP85-148-006 et al l 

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp. 
et al.: Filing of Pipeline Refund Reports 
and Refund Plans 

October 11,1985. 

Take notice that the pipelines listed in 
the Appendix hereto have submitted to 
the Commission for filing proposed 
refund reports or refund plans. The date 
of filing, docket number, and type of 
filing are also shown on the Appendix. 

Any person wishing to do so may 
submit comments in writing concerning 
the subject refund reports and plans. All 
such comments should be filed with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. 
825 North Capitol Street, NE.. 
Washington, D.C. 20426. on or before 
October 21,1985. Copies of the 
respective filings are on file with the 
Commission and available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 
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I Oocket No. ST 85 - 1459-000 ct al l 

Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co. et al.; 
Self-Implementing Transactions 

October 10,1985 

Take notice that the following 
transactions have been reported to the 
Commission as being implementing 
pursuant to Part 284 of the Commission's 
Regulations and sections 311 and 312 of 
the Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978 
(NGPA). The “Recipient" column in the 
following table indicates the entity 
receiving or purchasing the natural gas 
in each transaction. 

The “Part 284 Subport'* column in the 
following table indicates the type of 
transaction. A “B“ indicates 
transportation by an interstate pipeline 
pursuant to § 284.102 of the 
Commission's Regulations. 

A “C indicates transportation by an 
intrastate pipeline pursuant to $ 284.122 
of the Commission's Regulations. In 
those cases where Commission approval 
of a transportation rate is sought 
pursuant to { 284.123(b)(2), the table 
lists the proposed rate and expiration 
date for the 150-day period for staff 
action. Any person seeking to 
participate in the proceeding to approve 


a rate listed in the table should file a 
petition to intervene with the Secretary 
of the Commission. 

A “D" indicates a sale by an 
intrastate pipeline pursuant to Section 
284.142 of the Commission's Regulations 
and section 311(b) of the NCPA- Any 
interested person may file a complaint 
concerning such sales pursuant to 
5 284.147(d) of the Commission's 
Regulations. 

An "E" indicates an assignment by an 
intrastate pipeline pursuant to $ 284.183 
of the Commission's Regulations and 
section 312 of the NCPA. 

An "F(157J" indicates transportation 
by an interstate pipeline for an end-user 
pursuant to § 157.209 of the 
Commission’s Regulations. 

A *'G" indicates transportation by an 
interstate pipeline on behalf of another 
interstate pipeline pursuant to a blanket 
certificate issued under i 284.221 of the 
Commission's Regulations. 

A “G(LT)“ or “G(LS)“ indicates 
transportation, sales or assignments by 
a local distribution company pursuant to 
a blanket certificate issued under 
S 284.222 of the Commission's 
Regulations. 

A '‘G(HT)'' or “G(HS)“ indicates 
transportation, sates or assignments by 
a Hinshaw Pipeline pursuant to a 
blanket certificate issued under 


i 284.222 of the Commission's 
Regulations. 

A "C/F(157)“ indicates intrastate 
pipeline transportation which is 
incidental to a transportation by an 
interstate pipeline to an end-user 
pursuant to a blanket certificate under 
18 CFR 5 157.209. Similarly, a "G/ 

F(157)'* indicates such transportation 
performed by a Hinshaw Pipeline or 
distributor. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protests with reference to a 
transaction reflected in this notice 
should on or before November 1.1985. 
file with the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission. 825 North Capitol Street. 
N.E.. Washington. D.C. 20428. a motion 
to intervene or a protest In accordance 
with the requirements of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 385.211 or 385.214). 
All protests filed with the Commission 
will be considered by it in determining 
the appropriate action to be taken but 
will not serve to make the protestants 
party to u proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a motion to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Stocrtiary. 
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06-07-6$ 

06-07-65 

06-07-65 

06-07-85 

06-07-85 

08-07-85 

06-07*85 

08-07-85 


08-07-85 

08-06-85 


06-06-85 

08-06-6$ 


06-08-85 

06-06-85 

06-06-65 


06-09-65 


06-06-65 


06-06*4$ 


06-06-66 
06-06-65 
08-06-65 
06-06-65 
08-06-65 
06-06-85 
06-12-85 
08-12-65 
06-12-85 
06-12-65 
08-12-85 
06-12-65 
06 12*66 
06-12-65 
06-13*86 
06-13*66 
06-13*85 
08*09-65 
06-13*65 
06-13-65 
06-064» 
06-07-66 
06-09-65 


BMI ip 
06*09*85 

N 08 ns 
08*09*65 
06*09-65 
08-12-85 
00-13-65 
08 13-85 
06-14*85 


HtyrtoKte Meta* Ca _ 

Granite Stela Gas Trantmruon. me 
Boston Gat Co 


Kantat Powwi and LgM Ca _ 

kanaat Po##i and LgMCa * 

Good 8 amai«an Hoepnai _ 

Armour Otl, tec _ 

Armour-Oil. tec.-.. _... 

Votero Industrial Gas Co. #f a/ 

Guardian teduMnat Corp __.... 

te#tter Trananvtaon Co 
Tran## #a tem Pipam# Co _... 


06 - 13-85 
06 - 13*85 
08 - 13-65 
08 14*85 
08 - 14-85 
08-14 65 
08 * 14-85 
08 - 12 - 6 $ 
08 - 14-65 
06 - 14*65 
08 - 15-85 
08 - 18-85 
06 - 16 - 6 $ 


* 157 ) 

*i$ n 

* 157 ) 

* 157 ) 

* 157 ) 

E( 157 ) 

* 157 ) 

*l$ 7 ) 

O 

*1571 

B 

B 

G 

EH 57 ) 

C 

C 

C 

B 

G 

C 

c 

* 157 ) 

* 157 ) 

C 

C 

c 

c 

c 

B 

B 

a 

B 

B 

* 157 ) 

E( 157 | 

* 157 ) 

* 157 ) 

G 

a 

c 

B 

* 157 ) 

* 157 ) 

E 057 ) 

C 

*» 57 ) 

8 


06-16*85 i Q 


Expr stem 
date 4 

Titnspor. 

Ukon 
rate H/ 

























12 - 30-85 

2175 



01 * 03*06 

1000 

01 - 03*66 

21 75 














































































01 - 10-06 

2 $ 20 
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Oocfcat No • 


ST8V1S56 
STM-1547 
STM* 1556 
STM-1560 
STM-1560 
ST65-1561 
STBS-1562 
STBS-1563 
STM1564 
STBS-1565 
5T65-1566 
ST85-1567 
STM-1568 
STM 1509 
ST6S-I570 
ST65-1571 
STM-1572 
STM-1573 
ST0S-1574 
STM-1575 
STM-1578 
ST6S-1577 
STM-1571 
ST8S-1579 
STM-1560 
STM-1501 
STBS-1562 
STBS* 1503 
ST6S-1584 
ST 05-1565 
STM-1508 
STM-1570 
STM-1586 
ST0S-1569 
ST8S-15W 
ST0S-15O1 
STM15W 
STM-1580 
STM 1504 
STM 1505 
STM15M 
STM-1507 
ST05-1590 
STM-1509 
STM-1000 
ST0S-16C1 
STM-1602 
STBS-1603 
STM-1604 
STM 1605 
ST0S-10O6 
STM 1607 
STBS-1000 
STBS-1600 
STM-1610 
STM-1611 
STB5-1612 
STBS-1613 
STB5-16U 
STBS-1615 
STBS-1616 
STBS-1617 
STBS-161B 
STBS-1610 
STM-1620 
STBS-1621 
STBS-1622 
STBS-1023 
STBS-1624 
STBS-1825 
STBS-1626 
ST05-1027 
ST0S-102B 
STM-1629 
STBS-1030 
STBS-1631 
STBS-1632 
STM 1033 
ST05-1634 
STBS-1635 
ST06-1630 
STBS-1637 
STBS-1038 
ST0S-1639 
STM 1640 
STM-1641 
STBS-1642 
STM 1643 
STBS-1644 
STBS-1045 
STBS* 1648 
STM-»«47 


Transporter/setter 

Recipient 

Deta Wed 

Subpan 

ErpuaDon 

data* 

Transput 
ta*on 
rale it* 
MM BSu) 


New Jersey Natural Gas .. 

08-16-65 

B 



Texas Eastern Ttsnvm*«on Corp 

Central FAidson Gas and Etectnc Co 

08-10 65 

B 



Texas Eastern Tnnynteon Corp 

long island ughtmg Co. . 

08-16-65 

S 



Mchgan Gee Storage Co 

O-erwTech General. Inc — _ 

08-16 05 

FUST) 



Get Stcxsgo Co ... 

McfMjan Gas Utwhes 

06 18-83 

B 



See Robm Pipelne Co 

Usesaop River Transrtssaon Corp 

08-10-65 

G 



OefN Get PipeAne Corp .. 

Texas Gas Transrmss^n Corp . 

00-19-65 

c 




ni.MMxw auewen— Cmp 

06-19 05 

FP57) 



Trunkine Gm Co 

THC Pipeline Co . 

08-19-85 

B 




Now Orleans Pub*c Smuce Inc 

08*16-05 

0 



Endevoo Pp*««fie Co . _ ... 

Natural Gat Pfpetne Co oi America . - 

06-19-65 

c 




Montorvy Pipers Co 

00-19-65 

B 



United Gas Pipe Ur* Co . .. .. .. .. 

Hurntta Gas Transmsaon Cw 

08-19-85 

B 



PsrV"*r«jlf* F*sN»m P*>w lo* Co 

BASF Wyandotte Corp ... 

08-19-65 

F057) 



Texas Eastern Tranamawn Corp.. 

long Island Ughtng Co __ 

06-19-85 

B 



FWerway Gas Pipohne Co _ __ ... 

Faustina Pipe una Co .... 

08-20-65 

C 



Aredan Gas Pipoena Sytam 

LGS Irrtrastato me 

08*21*85 

c 



ANHPfcetotaCo # ... . . 

Pac4te Ughing Gas Supply Co -■ -- . . 

OB-2»-85 

8 



Panharvtto Ess tom Pipe bno Co .. 

U^rvgan Gas UtiMies Co 

00-21-85 

0 




Mchgan Gas UtMws Co 

00-21-85 

9 




Northern UfanCM Gat Co 

00-22-05 

C 



Pets Gas Pyeino Corp 

MicNgan Gas uaatiee Co 

00-22-65 

c 



Trsncorttmenue Gee Pipe L»ne Corp 

E 1 Dupon de Namur t and Co 

08-22-85 

F<157> 



Penharrte Eastern Pipe Une Co. ... ...... .... _ . 

Oossai Indusmwa Inc ..... 

08-22-85 

F1157) 



PaVandle Eistam Pipe Lne Co . 

North Star Steel Co 

08-22-65 

Fit 57) 



Panhandle Eifiom Pipe trie Co 

FnHHJty Inc 

08-22-65 

Ft 157) 



TrusBa Gas Co 


08-22*65 

B 



Panhandto Eastern Pipe Une Co 

N Ren Corp 

08-22-65 

F|1$7) 


Tnjrfclne Gas Co. 

N-R«n Corp 

08-22*65 

F(157) 


Pa/antllt F atnim Pips L/a Co 

Xfythyr> uyjtane Pub*< Co 

08-22-65 

6 



hnlfern IrvSxnri PUMc Service Co 

08-22-85 

8 


Natural Gas Pipe^ne Co of Amencs 

Mevtepp Rner Tran%rvt%on Corp 

08-23-05 

O 



United Gas Pipe l me Co 

Tex-la Gat Co " 

08-23-05 

B 



United Gas P*a Une Co . 

Oosuyi Gas Co 

00-23-65 

B 



NortNmn Natural Gas Co 

Etperania Tiansmuewon Co 

00-23-65 

8 




Mohasco Carpet Corp 

06-23-65 

F<157) 



Soirftem Natural Gas Co ~ _ .... , 

Arcftar Otanxcva MkBind Co. . 

00-23-65 

F(157) 





06-23-85 

8 



Cofumtaa Gas Traosrrxssoo Corp 

Chevron USA Irc 

00-23-85 

F(!57) 



Cofijmfa Gas Tiana/Tv»voo Corp 

Sharp Carving Go . . ... . 

08-23-05 

F|157) 




Sharp CanreriQ Co 

00-23-05 

R157) 



CoMntM Gas TrananMaon Cop 

Uppy Owens FonS Co 

06-23-05 

F(157) 



UMod 6 m Pipe Une Co 

Usytapp Rue Tranmneoo Corp . 

00 23-65 

G 



CoiumtMi Gas Tranarmsaon Cor> 

Lancasini Comny Corp 

00^3415 

F0S7) 



CoiunBii Gas Tran*nves»on Corp 

Jrtssop Stfvr Co 

08*23*65 

F<157) 



CoSjmtoia Gas Tranarmsaon Corp.... ................. 

OievTon U.SA, me _ _ 

08-23-85 

F<157) 



Northwest Centra Pipeline Carp 

Board of Put>*c UWme* City of Spmgtietd. MO- 

08-28-85 

F|157) 



Northern Natural Gas Co .. .... . . 

Experanza Transmcsaon Co... 

00-20-65 

B 



Oet* Gas Ppettne Corp 

PacWc lighting Gas Suppty Co 

00-20-65 

c 



Oe*v Gas P^o^ne Corp 

Pacflfc ughttng Gas SuppN Co 

06 28-65 

c 



EOJtat*} Gas Co 

Metslteoh.,--- 

08-2865 

F(157) 



Producer's Gas CO- .... .. . .. ...... 

Gncmnaa Gas svj Eactnc Co . . 

MMBS 

O 



Produce* s Gas Co .. 

Paohc ughsng Gas Supply Co 

08-20-05 

0 



Mia Energy Resources . 

QTGO Petroleum Corp . 

08-20-65 

F|157) 



Natural Gas Pipeline Co at America 

Bammora Gas and EJactnc Co , er m> 

08-20*05 

B 



Northwest Censni Pipeline Corp .. _ 

PtMhp% Co 

08-27-65 

F(1S7) 



Tennessee Gas Plpofcra Co 

Sethiertam Steel Corp 

08*28-65 

F(157) 



Ureted Gas l^pe Una Co .. 

Owes Service Co 

08-20-05 

F(157) 





06*28-65 

B 



Tianecontmwnsal Gas Pipe Une Corp 

Qty of Greenwood, SC —. . 

06-28-65 

B 



Cotumtxa Guir Transaction Co- 

F t DuPont de Nenwvfrv 0 Co 

08-20-05 

Ft157) 



Northern Natural Gas Co 

Pacific l«/4r>g Gas Supply Co 

06 29-05 

B 



Nonhem Natural Gas Co 

Ronds Gas Trerwreeapn Co . _j 

08-29-85 

G 



Northern Natural Gas Co 

Panic Ugntmg Gas Supply Co 

08-29-05 

8 



Northern Natural Gas Co ... .... .. 

Southern CaiMpma Gas Co _ 

06-29-85 

8 



ISnnafO: Fuel Cq .. .... . _ ... _ 

Rpnda Gas Trarvsmxuon GOt 

06-29-65 

C 

01-28-68 

»44K 

Ajgonqun Gas Trsnsmewon Co. .. 

Oange wi Roc«tand Wihocs, tnc 

06-29-65 

B 



Colorado interitaie Gas Co 

Reynolds Met as Co. 

06-29-85 

F(157) 



Aigonoun Gas Transrmsaon Co 

Central Hudson and Fleetrvc Co 

08*29*85 

B 



lone Sser Gas Co 

Peo8c igNng Gas Supply Co 

08-29-85 

c 



lone Star Gas Co 

Ettabethiown Bn Co 

06-29-05 

c 



Tannetseo Gas Pipefne Co 

Osnge and Roc*l*rvl UtiMios Inc 

06-30-65 

8 



Tennessao Gas PoeSne Co 

\ rxfm-s'ta Mata Gas Corp 

06-30-65 

8 



Te*as Eastern Ttansnusoion Corp . 

Ctanne industnet Gas Co 

08-30-85 

8 



leMKUf r^aTu .. V. . ..... ... 

PaoMc Ugnttng Gas Supply Co 

06-29-85 

8 



ANR f\*knm fte 

Paohc lighting Gas Supply Co 

08-30-65 

8 



AN R Pipeline Co .. . 

United Slates Steel Corp 

08-30*65 

F(t57) 



Natural Gao Pipetne Co o* Amence 

Pacific UghUrra Gas Supply Co. **6 

08-30-65 

8 



Natural Gas Poesna Co of America 

mop* Power Co 

08 30-05 

0 • 



MlGC. Inc ... 

Oty of Colorado Spring* GO. , 

00-30-65 

8 



OorN Gas Pipetme Corp 

At^sissippi FWer Tr^ismnsaon Corp. 

08-30-65 

C 



DHh* Gas Pipelne Corp 

Southern Na^Jral Gas Co ....... __ 

00*30-05 

c 



DiHht Gas Pipeline Corp 

Nah/ai Gas Piptfina Co of Anv>nca 

00-30-65 

c 



CoAmfoa Gun Transmission Co 


00*30 05 

F<157) 



CoAtrnpui GcM Transrmason Co 

Fedorai Mogii Corp 

08-30-65 

Ftl57) 



CoUmte Gdl Transmission Corp 

Huaaey Cooper. Ltd . . 

08-30-65 

F(157) 



CoUntN GuS Transmission Corp - 

W R Grace and Co 

00 30-65 

F<157) 



CotumCMi Gull Transmission Corp . • 

Federal Mogul Corp 

06-30-65 

Ft 157) 



Common GuK Transmission Corp 

w R Grace and Co _ 

08-30-65 

F{157) 



CoAjrrpis Gi#l Transmission Corp 

r\**en Famous Foods SCM Conp 

00-30*85 

F<157) 



Urviod Gas Pipe Une Co 

Fxsi Chenvcai Corp 

06-30-65 

FJ157) 



Mxtweslam Gas Transmission Corp 

Ofin Corp .... __-.. 

00-30-65 

F)15 7) 
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DocMil No • 

T't*io 0 Ort*r't«O« 

flagrant 

Data Nbd 

Subran 

E*v*auon 

data* 

Fi»’**por 

taten 

«f/ 

MM 8 M 

STAS 1fl44> 
$m-i«4# 
ST&S- 1650 
S»BS-I05t 
S165-t052 

Tana* Q«a Tmmtmmort Cotp 

Tannaaaau Out Pipein* Ca .... .. __ __ 

E) Pmo ftf ituaf Cat Co 

K/ 09 * Ca _ 1 

Cay ot Hott* Sptngi ns 

Pacnic bfr>t?nq Qas Soppty Co 

06-30-65 

06-3CV-BS 

06-30-65 

06-30 OS 

06-30-05 

06-30-65 

06 -JO-65 j 

06-30-6S I 

06-30-65 i 

06-30-65 

06-30-65 

06-30-05 

06-30-66 

FiiST) 

0 

0 

B 

0 




Pubic Swvk* Etoctoc and Gaa Co 

Tnutooooarwnti p** lw Corp — .. .. 

Dayton Power and UgW Co__ ....__ 


STfIS-Uitt 

Southern Natural Got Co _ ____ 

Auar*a Gaa L^a Co . __ ... .. j 

0 



Sf85-t6S4 

Soutoom Natural Q« Co. ...." 

Qwana tooo*. toe - . - .__. :_... 

i^isn 

H157) 

RI571 

Fusn 

M157) 

*057) 

Fp57) 



STBS" 1055 

SouOtom Naoal Gat Co_ 

^rAontaa liaoQtn c©rp. m al 



sras-t&sa 

Scwtoam Natural Gaa Co 

CbaroMa Bnck and W* Co -..1 



STSS-1669 

ST85-1650 ; 

STBS-1660 f 

Soutoam Natural G» Co _ 

A P Groan Refractor** 



CoHantM G<un Trinarr»aM 0 O Co .. . _ , 

Yoattowna Papa* Mat, toe .. 



Columbia Goii franvn*M»on Co 

W 9. Grata and Co ___ .,, _ 



Coumbto QuH Tranvrmt&co C&— . 

W R. Grata and Co ___ 



Ew 0*. Syltan. «c MM m» taHMmg PMlwn k» RM Appro«l KMnM 10 ««• .wot 


1 r 



If* poll 

t*on >• none** at tfta lima to gn* ntr-wUM part** tho arc»c*nate tSOOav conwm 0*00 





STBS-760 

Emoo Gaa Syatom. Inc , 

Humtaa Gaa Tranamawon Co 

06-15-65 

□ 

01 - 12-66 j 

12 50 


• The pipoMrto h** tCogpl Cormrvoon 

<*eemod (nr end oqutabto if toe Convr*%mon 0099 not take 


iwttoh of «*wrtfHj» toa Mkng» cotrpfy to« Crmrms«io<V» P-eouUGom 
Of <1* tianaportatton n*t» pmanl to |246»23tbK2» <* tfto Cotor^MX>« 
action by toa data ntacartnd 


w<*gul«l*an» 116 cm ?S4 Swc6 i 


|FR Doc av 25083 Filrd 10-21-85; 845 am) 

BILLING COCK 4417-01-41 


I Docket Nos. QF85-732-000 et si.) 

Equitable Gas Co. et al.; Small Power 
Production and Con generation 
Facilities; Qualifying Status; Certificate 
Applications, etc. 

Comment date: Thirty days from 
publication in the Federal Register, in 
ocxordance with standard Paragraph E 
at the end of this notice. 

Fake notice that the following filings 
have been made with the Commission. 

1. Equitable Gas Company 

Ot tuber 10,1985. 

(Docket No. QF85-732-000] 

On September 25.1985, Equitable Gas 
Company (Applicant) a division of 
Equitable Resources. Inc., of 420 
Boulevard of the Allies. Pittsburgh. 
Pennsylvania 15219 submitted for filing 
an application for certification of a 
facility as a qualifying cogeneration 
facility pursuant to $ 292.207 of the 
Commission's regulations. No 
determination has been made that the 
submittal constitutes a complete filing 

The topping-cycle cogeneration 
facility will be located at the Applicant’s 
address In Pittsburgh. Pennsylvania. The 
facility will contain two (2) reciprocating 
engine generator sets combined with 
heat recovery boilers. The low pressure 
steam from the boilers and heat from the 
engine jacket water, will be utilized in 
the building for space and water heating 
and also in the absorption chillers for air 
conditioning. The primary energy source 
will be natural gas. The electric power 
production capacity of the facility will 
be 700 kW. The installation of the 
facility is expected to begin in 
November. 1985. 


2. Cogentrix of Virginia, Inc. (Allied 
Corporation) 

October ia 1985. 

[Docket No. QF85-730-000] 

On September 30,1985. Cogentrix of 
Virginia. Inc. (Applicant), of Two 
Parkway Plaza, Suite 29a Charlotte, 
North Carolinia 28210 submitted for 
filing an application for certification of a 
facility as a qualifying cogeneration 
facility pursuant to § 292.207 of the 
Commission's regulations. No 
determination has been made that the 
submittal constitutes a complete filing. 

The proposed topping-cycle 
cogeneration facility will be located at 
the Allied Corporation, Fibers Division 
plant, Hopewell, Virginia 23880. The 
facility will contain Six (6) stoker-fired 
boilers and two (2) condensing/ 
extraction steam turbine-generators. The 
extracted steam will be utilized for 
process needs at the Allied Corporation 
chemical manufacturing plant. The 
primary energy source will be cool. The 
net electric power production capacity 
of the facility will be 77.800 k W. The 
facility is scheduled to start commercial 
operation on or about December 31. 

1987. 

3. Klondike Equity Enterprises. Inc. 
(Klondike 111) 

October 10,1986. 

(Docket No. QF85-74O-00Q) 

On September 30,1985. Paul R. 
Sorenson. President. Klondike Equity 
Enterprises. Inc. (Applicant) of Box 100 
Newport Beach. California 92862 
submitted for filing an application for 
certification of a facility known as 
Klondike III as a qualifying cogeneration 
facility pursuant to $ 292.207 of the 
Commission’s regulations. No 
determination has been m^de that the 
submittal constitutes a complete filing. 


The proposed topping-cycle Klondike 
HI cogeneration facility is located South 
of the intersection of Crown Valley 
Parkway and Cabot Road. Orange 
County. California. The facility will 
contain a combustion turbine-generator, 
a two pressure level heat recovery 
boiler. (HRB) and an extraction steam 
turbine-generator. The extracted steam 
together with low pressure steam from 
the HRB will be supplied to the 
absorption refrigeration equipment and 
heating needs at the athletic facility. The 
net electric power production of the 
facility will be 27.6045 kW. The prinary 
energy source will be natural gas. The 
facility is scheduled to start commercial 
operation in Spring of 1987. 

4. Mat-Su Energy Corporation 

October 10,1985. 

[Docket No. QF85-721-000) 

On September 23.1984. Mat-Su Energy 
Corporation (Applicant), of General 
Delivery. Wasilla, Alaska 99887 
submitted for filing an application for 
certification of a facility as a qualifying 
small power production facility pursuant 
to $ 292.207 of the Commission’s 
regulations. No determination has been 
made that the submittal constitutes a 
complete filing. 

The facilty will be located in 
Matanuska-Susitna Burrough, Willow, 
Alaska. The primary energy source will 
be biomass in the form of wood pellets. 
The electric power production capacity 
will be 12 megawatts. The facility has 
no plans for the use of natural gas. oil or 
coal. 

5. Pacific Light Energy System 

October 10,1985. 

(Docket No QF85-728-0001 

On September 24, 1985, Pacific 
Lighting Energy Systems (Applicant), of 
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0055 East Washington Boulevard. Suite 
600. City of Commerce. California 90040 
submitted for filing an application for 
certification of a facility as w qualifying 
small power production facility pursuant 
to 5 292.207 of the Commission’s 
regulations. No determination has been 
made that the submittal constitutes a 
complete filing. 

The facility will be located at the 
Byxbee Park landfill, 2380 Embarcadero 
Road. Palo Alto. California. The primary 
energy source will be biomass in the 
form of landfill gas. generated from the 
anaerobic digestion oy methanogenic 
bacteria of refuse and other solid wastes 
deposited in a sanitary landfill. The 
electric power production capacity will 
be approximately 2.2 megawatts. No use 
of natural gas. oil. or coal is planned by 
the facility. 

6. Remedial Resource Recovery 

October 10.1985. 

|Docket No. QF85-733-000) 

On September 26.1985, Remedial 
Resource Recovery (Applicant), of East 
Conway Road, Center Conway, New* 
Hampshire 03813 submitted for filing an 
application for certification of a facility 
as a qualifying small power production 
facility pursuant to 5 292.207 of the 
Commission's regulations. No 
determination has been made that the 
submittal constitutes a complete filing. 

The facility will be located in Center 
Conway. New Hampshire. The primary 
energy source will lie biomass in the 
form of municipal and industrial solid 
wastes and wood chips bark. The net 
electric power production capacity of 
the facility will be 3.5 megawatts. There 
is no planned usage of natural gas. oil, 
or coal by the facility. 

7. The Energy Systems Company. Inc 

October 11.1965 
(Docket No. QF85-737-000) 

On September 30,1985. The Energy 
Systems Company. Inc. (Applicant), of 
1810 Craig Road, Suite 201. St. Louis. 
Missouri 63146, submitted for filing an 
application for certification of a facility 
as a qualifying small power production 
facility pursuant to S 292.207 of the 
Commission’s regulations. No 
determination has been made that the 
submittal constitutes a complete filing. 

The topping-cycle cogeneration 
facility will be located at Schuylkill 
County. Pennsylvania. It will consist of 
a circulating fluidized bed boiler and an 
extraction condensing steam turbine 
generating unit. Extraction steam 
produced by the facility will be used for 
product dry ing and space hearing in 
industrial process facilities. The net 
electric power production capacity of 


the facility will be 40 MW. The primary 
energy source will be anthracite waste. 
The installation of the facility will begin 
at mid-year 1966. 

8. Union Underwear Co., Inc. 

October 11.1985. 

(Docket No. QF85-727-000| 

On September 23.1985, Union 
Underwear Co.. Inc. (Applicant). One 
Fruit of the Loom Drive, Bowling Green. 
Kentucky 42102-0780. submitted for 
filing an application for certification of a 
facility as a qualifying cogeneration 
facility pursuant to $ 292.207 of the 
Commission's regulations. No 
determination has been made that the 
submittal constitutes a complete filing. 

The topping-cycle cogeneration 
facility will be located at St. Martinville. 
Louisiana. It will consist of two steam 
boilers and one steam turbine 
generating unit. The facility will produce 
process steam for a textile 
manufacturing facility. The electric 
power production capacity of the facility 
will be 460 kW. The primary energy 
source will be natural gas. The 
installation of the facility will be in 
early 1986. 

9. Painted Wind Developers 

October 11.1965 
[Docket No. QF85-738-600] 

On September 30.1985. Painted Hills 
Wind Developers (Applicant), of 112 
South Curry Street. Tehachapi. 

California 93561 submittal for filing an 
application for certification of a facility 
as a qualifying small power production 
facility pursuant to $ 292.207 of the 
Commission's regulations. No 
determination has been made that the 
submittal constitutes a complete filing. 

The facility is be located in the San 
Corgonio Pass near Palm Springs. 
California. The primary energy source is 
wind. The facility consists of 170 wind 
turbine generators with a rated capacity 
of 100 kilowatts each and 81 wind 
turbine generators with a rated capacity 
of 65 kilowatts each, for a net electric 
power production capacity of 
approximately 23 megawatts. 

10. Basic American Foods 

October 11.1965. 

(Docket No. QF85-735-000] 

On September 30.1985, Basic 
American Foods (Applicant) of 550 
Kearny Street, Suite 1000, San Francisco. 
California 94108, submitted for filing an 
application for certification of a facility 
as a qualifying cogeneration facility 
pursuant to $ 292.207 of the 
Commission's regulations. No 


determination has been made that the 
submittal constitutes a complete filing 
The c.ombincd-cycle cogeneration 
facility will be located in King City, 
California. It will consist of a 
combustion turbine generation unit with 
u heat recovery steum generator, and an 
extraction steam turbine generating unit. 
Extraction steam produced will be used 
in the food processing plant. The 
primary' energy source will be natural 
gas. The electric power production 
capacity of the facility will be 121 MW. 
Installation of the facility will 
commence in mid-September of 1987. 

11. CoGcn Kern Bluff. Inc. 

October 11.1985. 

(Docket No QF85-728-OO0| 

On September 25.1985, CoGen Kern 
Bluff. Inc. (Applicant). P.O. Box 19398 
Houston. Texas 77224. submitted for 
filing an application for certification of a 
facility as a qualifying cogeneration 
facility pursuant to S 292.207 of the 
Commission's regulations. No 
determination has been made that the 
submittal constitutes a complete filing. 

The topping-cycle cogeneration 
facility will be located at Kern County. 
California. It will consist of a 
combustion turbine generating unit with 
a heat recovery steam boiler. Si earn 
produced will be used for enhanced oil 
recovery by Pctro-Lewis Corporation. 

The electric power production capacity 
of the facility will be 45 MW. The 
primary energy source will be natural 
gas. The installation of the facility will 
be in April 1986. 

12. Cogenic Energy Systems. Inc. 

October 11,1985 
(Docket No. QF85-?Ifr-OOn| 

On September 20. 1985, Cogenic 
Energy Systems. Inc. (Applicant) of 135 
Haven Avenue. Port Washington. New 
York 11050. submitted for filing un 
application for certification of a facility 
as a qualifying cogeneration facility 
pursuant to 5 292.207 of the 
Commission's regulations. No 
determination has been made that the 
submittal constitutes a complete filing. 

The topping cycle cogeneration 
facility will be installed at the Quality 
Inn. Lancaster. Pennsylvania The 
facility will consist of an internal 
combustion engine, an induction 
generator and waste heat recovery 
equipment. The maximum electric power 
production capacity of the facility will 
be 150 kW. The primary source of 
energy will be natural gas. 
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Standard Paragraph 

K. Any person desiring to be heard or 
to proto** said filing should file a motion 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street, N.K., Washington. 
D.C. 20426. in accordance with Rules 211 
and 214 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 365.211 
and 385.214). All such motions or 
protests should be filed on or before the 
comment date. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in 
(L-tenuinlng the appropriate action to be 
i Jtea but will not serve to make 
prutestonts parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a motion to intervene. Copies 
'•I this filing are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth I l M ii»ub, 

St*CTVfOQ 

|FP Doc (UV25087 Ft fad 10* 21-85; R.45 am) 

MLt'NC* COOT V7U-0* « 


Western Ares Power Administration 

Final Allocations of the 3.125 Percent 
(50 MW) of Transfer Capability on the 
Californi3-Oregon Transmission 
Project Among Non-Federat Public 

Entitles 

agency: Western Area Power 
Administration, Department of Energy. 
action: Announcement of Final 
Allocations of the 3.125 Percent (50 MW) 
of Transfer Capability on the California* 
i begun I runstnission Project among 
Non+Fedsja l Public Entities. 

Summary: On August 7,1965. the Fin.il 
Applicant Eligibility Criteria. Terms and 
Conditions, and procedures governing 
the allocation of the 3.125 percent of 
transfer capability were announced 150 
FR 31912) The August 7 Federal Register 
notice also was an announcement of 
proposed allocations of the 3.125 percent 
of transfer capability. A public comment 
forum on these subjects was held on 
August 21 and written comments were 
due by September 6,1965. 

The Western Area Power 
Administration (Western) has reviewed 
each of the comments submitted in 
writing or presented orally at the public 
comment forum. After serious 
f-onaideration of the comments received. 
Western bus derided to finalize the 
proposed allocations without change. 
Western's responses to the comments 
are contained in this Federal Register 
notice. 

address: For further information 
contact: Mr. David G. Coleman. Area 
Manager, Sacramento Area Office. 


Western Area Power Administration. 
1625 Bell Street. Sacramento, CA 95825. 
Telephone (918) 976*4416. 

Final Allocations 

The proposed allocations set forth in 
the Federal Register notice (50 FR 
31912). August 7, 1985. are adopted as 
final allocations without change. The 
basis for selection of selection of each 
allottee and the determination of the 
amount of an allocation, as set forth in 
the August 7 Federal Register notice, are 
adopted by reference. The following 
final allocations are percentages of total 
transfer capability of the project, lire 
megawatt values are stated for 
reference only and are bused on an 
estimated transfer capability of 1.600 


MW. 
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Response to Comments 

The following comments and 
responses are those that deal solely with 
the proposed allocations. Several 
comments were received on the Final 
Applicant Eligibility Criteria and the 
Final Terms and Conditions. The 
opportunity to comment on the proposed 
criteria and proposed terms and 
conditions, set forth in the June 3,1965. 
Federal Register notice (50 FR 23356), 
was provided during the 30-day 
comment period which ended July 3, 
1985. Comments submitted during this 
period w ere considered when the Final 
Criteria and Final Terms and Conditions 
w ere written. Therefore, unless used by 
<i coni men ter in its comments on the 
allocations, comments seeking a 
substantive change to the Final 
Applicant Eligibility Criteria and Final 
T«*rms and Conditions are considered to 
be not timely filed, and no responses are 
provided. 

In responding to the comments. 
Western used as guidance Title III of the 
Energy and Water Development 
Appropriation Act for fiscal year 1985 
(Pub. L. 96-360), the legislative history of 
Pub. L 98-360, particularly the 
Conference Report (Report 96-666, 98th 
Congress. 2nd Session), the 
Memorandum of Understanding (MOD) 
dated December 19, 1984. for the 
financing, construction, and operation of 
a new alternating current 500*kV 


transmission line from the Pacific 
Northwest to California (California* 
Oregon Transmission Project or COTP. 
also known us the "Harold T. (Btez) 
Johnson California Pacific Northwest 
Intertie line” pursuant to Pub. L. 99-66), 
the Memorandum of Decision (MOD) of 
the Secretary of Energy dated February 
7,1965. and the letter dated May 4.1965, 
signed by Eric J. Fygi, Acting General 
Counsel for the Department of Energy 
(Fygi letter), which clarifies certain 
issues raised by some of the original 
participants in response to the MOD 

Comment 1: Allocations to the El 
Dorado Hills Community Services 
District (El Dorado), the Shasta Dam 
Area Public Utility District (Shasta 
PUD), and the Trinity County Public 
Utility District (Trinity PUD). 

The Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
(PGundF.) urged reconsideration of the 
allocations to F.I Dorado and Trinity 
PUD on the basis that they have no need 
for transfer capability from the 
Northwest, Regarding El Dorado. 
PCandE states that criterion 4—by the 
inservice date of the project, the 
applicant must either be an irrigation or 
water district with pumping load or a 
utility which owns and operates its 
electric system—excludes this applicant 
because it is not an irrigation or water 
district, and has not supplied electricity 
in the past, does not do so currently, and 
there is no 'persuasive evidence” that it 
will in the future. 

PGandE. in addition to stating that 
Trinity PUD has no need for the transfer 
capability, points out that there is no 
economic benefit to this allottee when 
the cost of Northwest power is 
compared to the cost of Central Valley 
Project (CVP) preference power under 
Its first preference entitlement. PGandE 
slates that 'the only rational thing 
TCPUD could rationally do (with its 
allocation) is assign it . . . and make 
some money on the deal . . . that 
would be grossly inequitable” to other 
proposed utilities and the current 
participants who would use the project 
"to transmit economical power, not to 
reap windfall profits**. 

The Southern San Joaquin Valley 
Power Authority (San Joaquin) 
questioned the allocation to El Dorado 
as an allotment to a nanirrigation entity 
with no electric utility obligation, and 
the allocations to Trinity PUD and 
Shasta PUD, because they are two CVP 
customers who arc served lower cost 
CVP power and "do not have present 
demands for the proposed intertie 
allocations above their CVP power 
source**. 

Shasta PUD states that the allocation 
to El Dorado, which is trying to acquire 
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an electrical system, would be at the 
expense of themselves and "is 
inconceivable". 

Response 7: El Dorado acquired the 
legal authority to obtain electric utility 
responsibility in 1982 (California 
Government Code. Title 8. section 
61601.111. As provided by Final 
Applicant Eligibility criterion 4. El 
Dorado has until the inservice date of 
the pro)ect to acquire ownership and 
operational responsibility of its 
distribution system. However, first on 
the critical path is compliance with 
Final Term and Condition 3. which 
requires payment of its share of all 
upfront costs within 3 months after 
announcement of the final allocations, 
unless otherwise agreed between El 
Dorado and the other participants. If El 
Dorado fails to meet this condition, its 
allocation will be revoked for 
redistribution in accordance with Final 
Terms and Conditions 4 and 5. El 
Dorado has stated that it will comply 
with these Terms and Conditions. 
Western does not have, pursuant to 
these Terms and Conditions, a basis for 
revoking the allocation to El Dorado. For 
these reasons, Western reaffirms its 
allocation to El Dorado. 

PGandE and San Joaquin raise the 
issue of allocating based on the 
economic benefit of the transfer 
capability to the Trinity PUD. Western 
has considered these comments. 
However, Western believes that the 
allocation to Trinity PUD is consistent 
with the Fygi letter in regard to non- 
Fedcral public entities that had 
responded to the Federal Register 
notices about the project, but had been 
unable to participate in the MOU 
negotiations. Furthermore, the need and 
usage of an allocation of transfer 
capability are time related. While 
Trinity PUD may be able to meet its 
current demands with CVP power, its 
resource plan could include utilization 
of its allocation. 

Although Shasta PUD is a current 
customer of the CVP, its allocation of 
preference power is slightly less than its 
current demand. Therefore, San 
Joaquin's comment about Shasta PUD 
not having a demand above Us CVP 
allocation is not accurate. Also. Shasta 
PUD's load is expected to grow another 
10 megawatts by 1995. 

Comment 2a: Shasta PUD questioned 
the "lion’s share of power" allocated to 
the members of San Joaquin when 
transmission service to these entities 
has not yet been answered. 

Response 2a: The Fygi tetter states 
that: 

Congress in tv tided for irrigation districts to 
have an opportunity to participate ... in the 


Project .... Ilis (the* Secretary’s) primary 
intent was to ensure that any such entities 
which quntified and paid their pro-rutu 
participation share would receive net 
economic benefits proportionally equivalent 
to the other participant* The MOD was not 
intended to impose wheeling precedents, but 
rather to ensure such participants the full 
economic benefit of the bargain Coogrcsi hud 
decided they were eligible to make. 

The Fygi letter went on further to 
state that the economic arrangements 
were to tie worked out among the 
parties in conjunction with these 
allocation proceedings. In these 
proceedings. Western is affording an 
opportunity to participate. The issue of 
wheeling is not a matter addressed in 
this proceeding. 

Comment 2b: PGandK’s comment on 
the allocation to San Joaquin: 

The demonstrated need and economic 
condition of the agricultural community 
should prevail over those who not only have 
no demonstrated need but already have 
access to preference power sufficient to 
supply all their needs for the reasonably 
foreseeable future. 

Accordingly. PGandE urged Western 
to reconsider its allocations to Trinity 
PUD and El Dorado, and to allot their 
allocations to other more needy 
applicants. 

Response 2b: Western agrees that the 
irrigation districts have a need, but 
disagrees that their needs should prevail 
over E! Dorado and Trinity PUD. Need is 
a relative matter which Western has . 
evaluated. Western has provided the 
majority of the 3.125 percent of transfer 
capability to San Joaquin which 
represents a number of irrigation 
districts. 

Comment 3: Shostu PUD demanded 
reconsideration of its 20 megawatt 
allocation request using ns arguments: 

(1) Based on population statistics, the 
allocation should have been 22 to 23 
megawatts; (2) its proximity to the 
proposed project will allow a direct tap; 
(3) power from the nearby Shasta and 
Keswick CVP facilities has been 
exported to other entities in lieu of 
Shasta PUD; and (4) CVP customers who 
ore faced with the potential withdrawal 
of CVP power should be considered 
first, not new customers. 

Response 3: Population size alone is 
not necessarily a reasonable basis for 
on allocation. Proximity to the project 
and an allottee’s 6tatus as a CVP 
customer are not relevant to affording 
eligible entities within the marketing 
area an opportunity to participate. The 
reference to exportation of power from 
the Shasta and Keswick power facilities 
apparently alludes to "county of origin" 
legislation enacted by Congress for 
other areas near CVP generation. Should 


Congress enact a law reserving CVP 
power for usage within Shasta County, 
Western would carry out the legislative 
desire. However, the absence of such 
legislation does not mean that Shasta 
PUD should have a greater right to 
project transfer capability. Western, In 
allocating transfer capability in this 
Federal Register notice, is carrying out 
the intention of the Secretary of Energy 
as expressed in the MOD of February 7, 
1985. The Secretary did not intend that 
an allocation of transfer capability he 
related to on entity's status os nn 
existing CVP power customer. 

Comment 4: The announcement of the 
final allocations of transfer capability in 
relation to Finn! Term and Condition 3. 

PGandE, Southern California Edison 
(SCE). and the Transmission Agency of 
Northern California (TANC) expressed 
their concern that the announcement of 
the final allocations may occur before 
the Project Development Agreement 
(PDA) is executed. Under Final '1 rrm 
and Condition. 3. the allottees ore 
required, unless otherwise agreed 
between the allottees and current 
participants, to enter Into applicable 
agreements within 3 months of the 
announcement. Execution of the PDA, as 
of the approaching publication date of 
the final allocations, was imminent The 
Project Management Committee has 
substantially approved this agreement 
However, the publication of the final 
allocations would likely occur before all 
the parties executed the PDA. causing 
concern that the PDA may be reopened 
for negotiation. 

Response 4: Western’s publication of 
the final allocations is being done to 
allow the allottees as much lead time as 
possible to prepare and to become 
participants in the project. However, 
Western shares the concern to avoid 
delay of the project as expressed by 
PGandE. TANC. end SCE. Therefore. 
Western includes the PDA as an 
"applicable agreement" as used in Term 
and Condition 3. We note, however, dial 
these allocations are pursuant to the 
MOU. MOD, and Fygi letter, and are not 
assignments under the PDA. 

Comment 5; Ramona Water District 
(Ramona) requested that it be 
reconsidered for an allocation because a 
recent management reorganization 
caused it to miss the filing deadline. 

Response 5: Western is sympathetic to 
Ramona’s failure to make the filing 
deadline. However, the recent 
managerial reorganization was entirely 
internal to Ramona. Western must 
establish deadlines for applications to 
achieve certainly and finality in the 
allocation of recourccs. The enforcement 
of such a deadline is fair and equitable 
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to those entities that applied in a timely 
manner. Although Western regrets that 
Ramona missed the deadline, 
reconsideration would create an 
underairable precedent and is 
accordingly denied. 

National Environmental Policy Act 

Western is required to conduct an 
environmental evaluation of certain 
power marketing actions in compliance 
with the National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA) of 1969. and the DOE 
regulations published in the Federal 
Register (45 FR 20694, as amended]. 
Under the DOE guidelines. Western has 
determined that this action is not a 
major Federal action in the context of 
NEPA itnd the DOE regulations, and 
clearly bus no significant environmental 
effects. Therefore, no further 
environmental documentation is 
required. 

Availability of Information 

All brochures, studies, comments, 
letters, memorandums, and other 
documents made or kept by Western for 
the development of these rules will be 
available for inspection and copying at 
the Sacramento Area Office. Western 
V i a Power Administration. 1825 Dell 
Street, Sucramento. California 95825. 
19161 978-4418, 

Issued at Golden. Colorado, October 10, 

mss. 

William It. ClageU, 

Administrator. 

IPR Doc. 85-25075 Filed 10-21-85; 8:45 am) 
eruiho COOC I4S0-O1** 


Coilbran Project: Proposed Power 
Rate Adjustment 

agency: Western Area Power 
Administration. Department of Energy. 
action; Notice of Proposed Power Rate 
Adjustment—Coilbran Project, 

Colorado. 

summary: 'Ihe Western Area Pmver 
Administration (Western) is proposing a 
nte increase for power and energy from 
the Coilbran Project (Coilbran). I he rate 
increase is required to cover increased 
innU'tl operating expenses and to repay 
the Federal investment in the project. 

The proposed rate for all project power 
■ s 22.7 mills per kW r h. The present rate is 
19.3 mills per kWh for firm and nonfirm 
energy. A brochure explaining the need 
for a rate increase and outlining the 
methodology used in developing the 
current proposed rati* will be distributed 
to the single Coilbran power customer 
and other interested parties. Since the 
proposed Coilbran rate adjustment is a 
“minor” rate adjustment as defined by 


the current official procedures for public 
participation in general rate 
adjustments, public information and 
comment forums are not required. 
However, an informal public meeting 
will be held. (A "minor” rate adjustment 
in this case "is for a power system 
which has either annual sales normally 
less than 100 million kilowatthours or an 
installed capacity of less than 20.000 
kilowatts.” troth of which apply to 
Coilbran.) After public discussions and 
review of public comments. Western 
w ill decide on a final proposed rate. 
OATE& The consultation and comment 
period w ill begin with publication of this 
notice in the Federal Register and will 
end 30 days thereafter or 15 days after 
the close of the public meeting. The 
proposed rate will go into effect about 
january 1.1986. 

An informal public meeting, at w hich 
Western will outline the reasons for the 
rate increase, will be held at the Salt 
Lake City Area Office. 438 East 200 
South. Salt Lake City. Utah, beginning at 
1 p.m. on November 5.1985. Western 
will answer questions and accept 
comments at this meeting. Written 
comments should be received by the end 
of the consultation and comment period 
to be assured of consideration. Written 
comments may be submited at the 
public meeting or sent to the address 
below. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT! 

Mr. Lloyd Greiner, Area Manager. Salt 
Lake City Area Office. Western Area 
Power Administration, P.O. Box 11606, 
Suit Lake Ctty. UT 84147, (801) 524-5493. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Power 
rales for Coilbran are established 
pursuant to the Department of Energy 
Orgunmition Act of August 4. 1977 (42 
U.S.C. section 7101, et seq); the 
Reclamation Act of 1902 (42 U.S.C 
section 372. et seq.). as amended and 
supplemented by subsequent 
enactments, particular section 9(c) of the 
Reclamation Project Act of 1939 (43 
U.S.C. section 485h(c)): and the acts 
specifically applicable to the project or 
system involved. 

The Secretary of Energy delegated to 
the Deputy Secretary of the Department 
of Energy, by Delegation Order No. 
0204-108 (48 FR 55664, December 14. 
1983), the authority to confirm, approve, 
and place in effect on an interim basis 
power and transmission rates for 
Western. The delegation order also gave 
the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission the authority to make a 
final decision either confirming and 
approving, disapproving, or remanding 
such rates. 

Procedures for public participation in 
rate adjustments for power marketed by 


Western (10 CFR Part 903) were 
published in the Federal Register (50 FR 

37835. September 18.1985). 

Availability of Information 

All brochures, studies, comments, 
letters, memorandums, and other 
documents made or kept by WeatcmTor 
the purpose of developing the proposed 
rate are and will be available for 
inspection and copying at the Salt Lake 
City Area Office. 

Regulatory Flexibility Analysis 

Pursuant to the Regulatory Flexibility 
Act of 1980 ( 5 U.S.C. section 602. et 
seq.) each agency, when required by 5 
U.S.C. section 553 to publish a proposed 
rule, is further required to prepare and 
make available for public comment an 
initial regulatory flexibility analysis to 
describe the impact of the proposed rule 
on small entities. In this instance, the 
rate adjustment for Coilbran relates to 
nonregulatory services provided by 
Western at a particular rate. Under 5 
U.S.C. section 601(2). rates or services of 
particular applicability are not 
considered “rules” within the meaning 
of the act. Since the rate for Coilbran 
power ib of limited applicability and is 
being set In accordance with specific 
regulations and legislation under 
particular circumstances. Western 
believes that no flexibility analysis is 
required. 

Determination Under Executive Order 
12291 

The Department of Energy has 
determined that this is not a major rule 
because it does not meet the criteria of 
section 1(b) of Executive Order 12291 (46 
FR 13193. February 19.1981). Western 
has an exemption from sections 3. 4. and 
7 of Executive Order 12291. 

Environmental Evaluation 

In compliance with the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1909 
(NEPA). Council of Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) regulations, end the 
Department of Energy' guidelines. 
Western conducts environmental 
evaluations nf certain rate and 
allocation actions. Western will 
compare the propu&ed power rate 
increase to the rate of inflation in the 
period since the existing power rale was 
placed in effect. If the proposed power 
rate increase exceeds the rate of 
inflation, an Environmental Assessment 
will be prepard and copies will be sent 
to interested persons upon request. If 
the proposed power rate increase does 
not exceed the rate of inflation, a 
memorandum to this effect will be 
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prepared and copies will be sent to 
interested persons upon request 

Issued ut Gulden. Colorado. October It. 
11*85 

William H. Clagett. 

Administrator. 

|FR Doc BS-25076 Filed 10-21-65; 045 am| 

SILLING coot Mto-oi y 


Colorado River Storage Project; 
Proposed Adjustment of Transmission 
Rates 

AGENCY: Western Area Power 
Administration. Department of Energy. 

action: Notice of Proposed Adjustment 
of Transmission Rules. 


summary: The Western Area Power 
Administration (Western) is proposing 
to ad just the Colorado River Storage 
Project (CRSP) firm and nonflrm 
transmission rates. The proposed 
adjustments would increase the firm 
transmission rate from the present 
$10.27 to $15,94 per kilowatt-year and 
the nonfirm transmission rate from the 
present 2.0 to 3.1 milts per kilowatthour. 
The adjustment results in a less than 1 
percent change in annual revenues, and 
is therefore a minor rate adjustment as 
defined by the current procedures for 
public participation in rate adjustment. 

A brochure will be distributed to all 
CRSP customers and other interested 
parties, and an informal public meeting 
will be held in accordance with the 
current procedures for public 
participation in rate adjustments, 
information in support of the need for 
and derivation of the proposed rate 
adjustments is explained in detail in the 
brochure. 

dates: The effective date of the rate 
adjustments is estimated to be the 
beginning of the January 198b. billing 
period. Western will outline the reasons 
for the rate increases and the public will 
be afforded an opportunity to comment 
orally or In writing on the proposed rate 
increases at an informal meeting which 
will be held: November 6.1965, 8:30 a.m.. 
Marriot Hotel. 75 South West Temple, 
Salt I.ake City, Utah. Interested persons 
will be afforded an opportunity to 
consult with and make comments to 
Western during the consultation and 
comment period, which begins on the 
date of publication of the notice and 
ends 30 days thereafter or 15 days after 
the close of the public meeting. Written 
comments may be submitted at the 
meeting or may be submitted at the 
address below, but should lie received 
at that address by the end of the 
consultation and comment period. 
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. Lloyd M. Greiner. Area Manager. 

Salt l^ke City Aren Office. Western 
Area Power Administration. P.O. Dox 
11000. Salt Lake City, t IT 81147. (8101 
524-5493 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Transmission rates for CRSP are 
established pursuant to the Department 
of Energy Organization Act of August 4. 
1977 (42 U.S.C. section 7101 ct scq.J: 
Colorado River Storage Project Act (43 
U.S.C. section 020 ct scq.): the 
Reclamation Act of 1902 (43 U.S.C’ 
section 372 et seq.J, as amended and 
supplemented by subsequent 
enactments, particularly section 9(c) of 
the Reclamation Project Act of 1939 (43 
U.S.C. section 485h(c): and the acts 
specifically applicable to the project or 
system involved 

The Secretary of Energy delegated to 
the Deputy Secretary of the Department 
of Energy by Delegation Order No. 0204- 
108 (48 FR 5504, December 14 1983). the 
authority to confirm, approve, and place 
in effect on an interim basis, power and 
transmission rates for Western. The 
delegation order also gave the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission the 
authority to make a final decision either 
to confirm and approve, remand, or 
disapprove such rates 

Procedures for public participalion in 
rate adjustments for power markets b^ 
Western (10 CFR Part 903) were 
published in the Federal Register (50 FK 
37835. September 18.1985). 

Availability of Information 

All brochures, studies, comments, 
letters, memorandums, and other 
documents made or kept by Western for 
the purpose of developing the proposed 
rate are and will be available for 
inspection and copying at the Salt Lake 
City Area Office. 

Regulatory Flexibility Analysis 

Pursuant to the Regulatory Flexibility 
Act of 1980 (5 U.S.C section 601 et scq.) 
each agency, when required by 5 U.S.C 
section 553 to publish a proposed rule, is 
further required to prepare and make 
available for public comment an initial 
regulatory flexibility analysis to 
describe the impact of the proposed rule 
on small entities. In this instance, the 
rate adjustment for CRSP power rotates 
to nonregulatory services provided by 
Western. 

Under 5 U.S.C. section 601(2). rates of 
services of particular applicability are 
not considered “rules" within the 
meaning of the act. Since the proposed 
rate of CRSP power is of limited 
applicability and is being set in 
accordance with specific legislation 
under particular circumstances. Western 


believes that no flexibility analysis is 
required. 

Environmental Evaluation 

In compliance with the Nations! 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA). 
Council of Environmental Quality (CKQl 
regulations, and the Department of 
Energy guidelines. Western conducts 
environmental evaluations of certain 
rate and allocation actions. Western will 
compare the proposed power rate 
increase to the rate of inflation in the 
period since the existing power rate wa* 
placed in effect If the proposed power 
rate increase exceeds the rate of 
inflation, an Environmental Assessment 
will lie prepared and copies will be sent 
to interested persons upon request. If 
the proposed power rate increase does 
not exceed the rate of inflation. « 
memorandum to this effect will Ik: 
prepared and copies will be sent to 
interested persons upon request. 

Determination Under Executive Order 
12291 

The Department of Energy has 
determined that this is not a major rule 
because it docs not meet the criteria of 
section Ifb) of Executive Order 12291 (40 
FR 13193. February 19.1981). Western 
has an exemption from sections 3. 4. and 
7 of Executive Order 12291. 

Conclusion 

Following the consultation and 
comment period and after consideration 
of comments received, the Deputy 
Secretary' will issue a rate order 
confirming und approving the rates to be 
placed in effect on an interim basis and 
promptly submit such rates to the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
for confirmation and approval on a final 
basis. 

Iseutxl in Golden. Colorado. Oclobar 11. 
1985 

William II. Ctagrtt. 

Admtnnrtmtor. 

(FR Doe. 85-25077 Filed 10-21-85. H 45 not) 

SKUNG COOC M&-01-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

IOPTS-51590; TSH-fflL 2904-71 

Certain Chemicals Premanufacture 
Notices 

Cornelian 

In FR Doc. 85-23115. beginning on 
page 39167 in the issue of Friday. 
Septemlier 27.1985. make the following 
corrections: 

1. On page 39108. second column: 
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a. In P-85-1441, seventh line, 
sulfphenylj" should rend 

"suIfophenyl|". 

b. In P-85-1442, third line, "Bonzok:" 
should read "Benzoic”, 

2. On page 39170, first column, in P- 
85-1404, in the Toxicity Data paragraph, 
"gOj" should read "goi" in the third and 
seventh lines. 

3 On page 39170, in the first and 
second columns, the "grenter-than" 
symbol (">") should be replaced with a 

lesser-than" symbol ("<"J in the 
Knvironmental Release/Disposal 
paragraphs of the following PMN’s: P- 
65-1465, P-8S-14G6, P-85-1457. P-85- 
1408, and P-85-1409. 

4 On page 39170 and 39171. beginning 
in the third column of page 39170. "1 kb/ 
batch** should read "1 kg/butch" In the 
Knvironmental Relcase/Disposal 
paragraphs of the following PMN’s: P- 
65-1471. P-85-1472. P-85-1473. P-85- 
1474. P-85-1475. P-85-1476, 

5- On page 39171. first column, in the 
Use/Produdion paragraphs of P-85- 
1475 and P-85-1476, insert "Industrial" 
between "(S)" and "Polyurethane". 

6 On page 39171, third column, the 
PMN following P-85-14B7 should be 
headed "P-85-1488". 

WILING COO€ 150S-01-M 


I OPTS-51593; FRL-2914-11 

Certain Chemicals Premanufacture 
Notices 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (FPA|. 
action: Notice. 

summary: Section 5(«Ml) of the Toxic. 
Substances Control Act (TSCA) requires 
any person who intends to manufacture 
or import a new chemical substance to 
submit a pii.manufacture notice (PMN) 
to KPA at least 90 days before 
manufacture or import commences. 
Statutory requirements for section 
5(u)ll) premanufacture notices are 
discussed in KPA statements of the final 
rule published In the Federal Register of 
May 13. 1983 (48 FR 21722} This notice 
4innomir.es receipt of twenty PMNs and 
provides u summary of each. 
dates: Close of Review Period; 

P 88-20, 88-23. 86-24 and 86-25— 
lamiary 1, 1986 

P 80-28,86-27. «V-28. 88-2!) and 86-30— 
January 4,1986 

P 80-31. 86-32, 86-33, 86-34. 86-35 and 
60-86- J anuary 5.1986 
P 80-37. 86-38. 80-39 and 86-40— 
[iinuary 8, 1986 
P 88-41— January' 7.1908 
Written comments by: 


P 88-20, 86-23, 86-24 and 86-25— 
December 2,1965 

P 86-26.86-27, 86-28. 86-29 and 86-30— 
December 5,1985 

P 88-31 86-32, 86-33. 86-34. 86-35 and 
86-36—December 6.1985 
P 86-37. 86-38. 86-39 and 86-40— 
Deceml>er 7,1985 
P 86-41—December 8.1985 
address: Written comments, identified 
by the document control number 
"[OPTS-51593)” and the specific PMN 
number should be sent to: Document 
Control Officer (TS-793). Confidential 
Data Branch. Information Management 
Division. Office of Toxic Substances, 
Environmental Protection Agency, Rm. 
E-201, 401 M St., SW. Washington. DC 
20460. (202) 382-3532. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Wendy Cleland-liamnetl 
Premanufacture Notice Management 
Branch. Chemical Control Division (TS- 
794). Office of Toxic Substances. 
Environmental Protection Agency, Rm. 
E-611. 401 M St.. SW. Washington. DC 
20460. (202) 382-3725. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
following notice contains information 
extracted from the non-confidential 
version of the submission provided by 
the manufacturer on the PMNs received 
by KPA. The complete nun-confidential 
document is available in the Pubtic 
Reading Room E-107 at the above 
address. 

P 86-20 

Manufacturer . Confidential. 

Chemical (G) Magesium borate. 
Use/Production. (G) Ceramic raw 
material. Prod, range. Confidential. 
Toxicity Data. No data submitted. 
Exposure. Confidential 
Environmental Release/Dtsfxxsal 
Confidential 

P 06-23 

Manufacturer. Velsico Chemical 
Corporation. 

Chemical (S) 1.2-Dichloroethanol 
acetate. 

Use/Production. (S) Site-limited and 
industrial intermediate in the synthesis 
of another chemical Prod, range. 
Confidential 

Toxicity Data. No data submitted. 
Exposure. Manufacture and 
pi Dressing: dermal a total of 2 workers, 
up to V5 hr/da. up to 100 da/yr. 

Environmental Release /Disposal 
Release to air. 

P 86-24 

Importer. CIBA-CEICY Corporation. 
Chemical (C) Triazinyl piperidine 
derivative. 
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Use/import. (C) Heat and light 
stabilizer for polymers. Import range. 
Confidential 

Toxicity Data. Acute oral Male— 
5,000; Female—>2,000 mg/kg; Both— 
>2,000 mg/kg: Irritation: Skin—Non¬ 
irritant: Eye-Strong. 

Exposure. Processing: dermal a total 
of 20 workers, up to 1-2 hrs/dn. up to 
200 da/yr. 

Environmental Release/Disposal. No 
release anticipated. 

P 86-25 

Manufacturer. Borg*Warner 
Chemicals. Inc. 

Chemical (C) Polyctheramide. 

Use/Production. (G) Industrial 
automotive, electronic und electrical 
applications and general molded or 
extruded articles. Prod, range. 
Confidential 

Toxicity Data. No data submitted. 

Exposure. Manufacture and 
processing: dermal a total of 65 
workers, up to 8 hrs/da, up to 200 da/yr. 

Environmental Release/Disposal No 
release. 

P 86-28 

Manufacturer. Allied Corporation. 

Chemical (G) Aromatic quaternary' 
ammonium salts of phosphoric add 
esters. 

Use/Production. (S) Industrial 
surfactant in a solvent drying system. 
Prod, range. Confidential 

Toxicity Data. Acute oral: Between 5 - 
10 ml/kg and between 2 - > 4 ml./kg: 
Acute dermal: > 2 J0 ml./kg; Irritation: 
Skin • Mild to severe: Skin sensitizer 
Strong. 

Exposure . Manufacture and 
processing: dermal 

Environmental Release/Disposal. No 
release, 

P 86-27 

Manufacturer . Confidential. 

Chemical (C) Polymeric 
diphenylmethane diisocyanate 
prepolymcr. 

Use/Production. (S) Industrial flame 
retardant cross-linking agent for castor 
oil modified polyols for potting and 
encapsulation of electrical components. 
Prod, range. Confidential 

Toxicity Data. No data submitted. 

Exposure. Manufacture: dermal a 
total of 6 workers, up to 8 hrs/da. up to 
10 da/yr. 

Environmental Release/Disposal 
Trace amount released to air with 1 kg/ 
batch to land. Disposal by Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act 
procedures (RCRA). 
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P 86-28 

Importer E. I. du Pont de Nemours 
and Company, Inc. 

Chemical (G) Aliphatic, aromatic 
copolyester. 

Use/Import (G) Open, non dispersive 
use. Import range. Confidential. 

Toxicity Data. No data submitted. 

Exposure. Processing: dermal, a total 
of 6 workers. 

En vrronmenta / He lease /Disposal 
Release to land. Disposal by publicly 
owned treatment works (POTW), 
incineration and approved landfill. 

P 86-29 

Manufacturer. Lilly Industrial 
Coatings. Inc. 

Chemical. (G) Methyl methacrylate, 
styrene, ethyl acrylate, polyfunctional 
monomer polymer. 

Use/Production. (G) Industrial liquid 
paint, open, non-dispersive use. Prod, 
range. 50,000—66.000 kg/yr. 

Toxicity Data. No data submitted. 

Exposure. Manufacture and 
processing: dermal, a total of 28 
workers, up to 12 hrs/da, up to 40 da/yr. 

Environmental Release/Disposal 
Less than 1 to 15 kg/batch released to 
air. Disposal by POIW and incineration. 

P 86-30 

Manufacturer Confidential. 

Chemical. (G) Unsaturated polyester. 

Use/Production. (G) Dipping 
compound. Prod, range. Confidential. 

Toxicity Data. No data submitted. 

Exposure. Confidential. 

Environmental Release/Disposal. 
Confidential. 

P 86-31 , 

Manufacturer Confidential. 

Chemical. (G) Polymethylene 
polyphenylisocyanate prepolymer. 

Use/Production. (S) Industrial cross- 
linking agent for polyols used for potting 
and encapsulation applications. Prod, 
range. Confidential. 

Toxicity Data. No data (on the PMN 
substance) submitted. 

Exposure. Manufacture: dermal, a 
total of 6 workers, up to 8 hrs/du, up to 
10 da/yr. 

En v iron mental Release/Disposal 
Trace released to air with 2 kg/batch to 
land. Disposal by RCRA procedures. 

P 86-32 

Manufacturer E. I. du Pont de 
Nemours and Company. Inc. 

Chemical (G) Triarylphosphitc. 

Use/Production. (G) Catalyst row 
materia! (contain use). Prod, range. 
Confidential. 

Toxicity Data. No data submitted. 

Exposure. Confidential. 


Environmental Release/Disposal 
Confidential. 

P 86-33 

Manufacturer. Confidential. 

Chemical (G) Polyester resin. 
Use/Production. (G) Open, non* 
dispersive use. Prod, range. 

Confidential. 

Toxicity Data. No data submitted. 
Exposure. Processing: dermal, a total 
of 5 workers, up to 1 hr/da. up to 30 da/ 

yr- 

Environmental Release /Disposal 1 to 
10 kg/batch released to land. Disposal 
by landfill. 

P 86-34 

Manufacturer E. I. du Pont de 
Nemours and Company. Inc. 

Chemical (G) 

Tetrakis(triarylphosphite)nickel (0). 

Use-Production. (G) Catalyst. Prod, 
range. Confidential. 

Toxicity Data . No data submitted. 
Exposure. Confidential. 
Environmental Release/Disposal 
Confidential. 

P 86-35 

Manufacturer. Confidential. 

Chemical (G) Phosphonate silylated 
silicate. 

Use/Production. (G) Anticoalescing 
agent. Prod, range. Confidential. 

Toxicity Data. Acute oral: 1.85 g/kg: 
Irritation: Skin—Slight, Eye—Severe. 

Exposure. Manufacture: dermal, a 
total of 4 workers, up to 12 hrs/da, up to 
8 da/yr. 

Environmental Release/Disposal 0,5 
to 60.0 kg released to land. Disposal by 
incineration and landfill. 

P 86-36 

Manufacturer. Confidential. 

Chemical (G) Substituted epoxy 
resin. 

Use/Production. (G) Industrial 
coatings polymer. Prod, range. 9.000— 
50,000 kg/yr. 

Toxicity Data. No data submitted. 
Exposure. Manfacture and processing: 
dermal, a total of 35 workers, up to 8 
hrs/da. up to 30 da/yr. 

Environmental Release/Disposal 5 to 
130 kg/batch released to land. Disposal 
by incineration and landfill. 

P 86-37 

Manufacturer Chattem Chemicals. 
Chemical Cobalt-aluminum 
orgnaometallic compound. 

Use/Production. (G) Ingredient in 
coatings formulations. Prod, range. 
Confidential. 

Toxicity Data. No data submitted. 
Exposure . Manufacture: dermal, a 
total of 4 workers. 


Environmental Release/Disposal 1 
kg/batch released to land. Disposal by 
solidification and landfill. 

P 86-38 

Manufacturer l*he Dexter 
Corporation. 

Chemical (G) Organosilazane. 
Use/Production. (G) Sealing Agent 
Prod, range. Confidential. 

Toxicity Data. No data submitted. 
Exposure. Confidential. 
Environmental Release/Disposal 0.02 
kg/batch released to uir. Disposal bv 
POTW. 

P 86-39 

Manufacturer The Dexter 
Corporation. 

Chemical (G) Organosilazane. 
Use/Production. (G) Sealing coating 
Prod, range. Confidential. 

Toxicity Dato. No data submitted. 
Exposure. Confidential. 
Environmental Release/Disposal 0.2 
kg/batch released to air. Disposal by 
POTW. 

P 86-40 

Manufacturer. Confidential. 

Chemical (G) Formaldehyde, reaction 
products with aliphatic carboxylic add. 
aromatic amines and oxygen. 

Use/Production. (G) Open, non- 
dispersive use. Prod, range. 

Confidential. 

Toxicity Data. No data submitted. 
Exposure. Confidential. 
Environmental Release/Disposal 
Confidential. Disposal by POTW. 

P 86—11 

Manufacturer. Confidential. 

Chemical (G) Polyalkylene oxide, 
aliphatic diisocyanate prepolymer. 

Uso/Production. (G) Reactive 
elastomer. Prod, range. Confidential. 
Toxicity Data. No data submitted. 
Exposure . Confidential. 
Environmental Release/Disposal 
Confidential. 

Dated: October 15,1985. 

Linda A. Travers. 

Acting Director, hiformation Management 
Division 

|FR Dor. 85-25126 Filed 10-21-85; 645 am| 

SILLING COOK SS60-M-M 


(OPTS-59205; FRL-2914-21 

Certain Chemicals Premanufacture 
Exemption Applications 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
action: Notice. 
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summary: EPA may upon application 
exempt any person from the 
primnnufacturing notification 
requirements of section 5|a) or |b) of the 
Toxic Substance Control Act (TSCA) to 
permit the person to manufacture or 
process a chemical for test marketing 
purposes under section 5(b)(1) of TSCA 
Requirements for test marketing 
exemption (TME) applications, which 
must either be approved or denied 
within 45 days of receipt, are discussed 
in EPA’s final rule published In the 
Federal Register of May 13, 1983 (48 FR 
21722. This notice, issued under section 
5(h)(8) of TSCA. unnounces receipt of 
three applications for an exemption, 
provides a summary, and request 
comments on the appropriateness of 
granting etich of the exemptions. 

date; Written comment by: November ft. 
1985. 

adoress: Written comments, identified 
by the document control number 
, *|OrTS-59205| M and the specified TME 
number should be sent to: Document 
Control Officer (TS-793), Confidential 
Data Branch. Information Management 
Division. Office of Toxic Substances, 
Environmental Protection Agency. Rm. 
B-201.401 M Street. SW.. Washington. 
DC 20480, (202-382-3532). 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT! 

Wendy Cleland Hamnett. 
IVemanufacture Notice Mumigenient 
Brunch. Chemical Control Division (TS- 
794). Office of Toxic Substances. 
Environmental Protection Agency, Rm. 
K-ftll, 401 M Street. SW, Washington. 
DC 204601 (202-382-3725). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

following notice contains information 
extracted from the nonconfidentia! 
version of the submislsun provided by 
the manufacturer on the TMEs received 
by EPA. The complete con-confidential 
document is available in the Public 
Reading Room E-107 ut the above 
address. 

T88 1 

Clour of review Period: November 22, 
1985. 

Manufacturer. Confidential. 

Chemical. (C) Anhydride adducted 
with a polypropylene glycol. 

Use/Production/Import (G) Epoxy 
cross-linking agent for potting, sealing 
and encapsulation of electrical 
components. Prod, range. Confidential 
Toxicity Data. Acute oral: 1,600 mg/ 
kg: Irritation: Skin—Moderate. 

Exposure. Confidential 


Environmental Release/Disposal. No 
data submitted. 

T 86-2 

Close of Review Period: November 22. 
1985. 

Manufacturer The Dexter 
Corporation. 

Chemical. (C) Organosilazane. 

Use/Production. (G) Sealing coating. 
I*rod. range. Confidential 
Toxicity Data. No data submitted. 
Exposure. Confidential 
Environmental Release /Disposal. 
Confidential. 

T 88-3 

Close of Review Period: November 22. 
1985. 

Manufacturer. The Dexter 
Corporation. 

Chemical. (G) Organsilazane. 

Use/Production. (G) Sealing coating. 
Prod, range. Confidential 
Toxicity Data. No data submitted. 
Exposure. Confidential 
En v iron men to I Release/Disposal. 
Confidential. 

Dull'd: November 15.1985, 

Linda A. Travers. 

Acting Director. Information Mamtgt nwnt 
Division. 

|FR Doc. 85-25127 Filed 10-21-45: 8:45 am) 

84LLING COO€ 6$A0~5O-« 


I OPTS-59736: FRl-2914-31 

Certain Chemicals Premanufacture 
Notices 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
action: Notice. 

summary: Section 5(a)(1) of the Toxic 
Substances Control Act (TSCA) requires 
any person who intends to manufacture 
or import a new chemical substance to 
submit a premanufacture notice (PMN) 
to EPA at least 90 days before 
manufacture or import commences. 
Statutory’ requirements for section 
5(a)(1) premanufacturc notices are 
discussed in EPA statements of the final 
rule published in the Federal Register of 
May 13.1983 (48 FR 21722). In the 
Federal Register of November 11.1984. 
(49 FR 46086) (40 CFR 723.2501 EPA 
published a rule which granted a limited 
exemption from certain PMN 
requirements for certain types of 
polymers. PMNs for such polymers are 
reviewed by EPA within 21 days of 
receipt. This notice announces receipt of 
two such PMNs and provides a 
summary of each. 


dates: Close of Review Period: 

Y 85-5—October 29.1985 

Y 85-5—October 30.1985 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Wendy Cleland-Hamnett. Chemical 
Control Division (TS-794). Office of 
Toxic Substances, Environmental 
Protection Agency. Rm. E-611,401 M St.. 
SW.. Washington. DC 20460. (202-382- 
3725). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

following notice contains information 
extracted from the non-confidentiul 
version of the submission by the 
manufacturer on the exemptions 
received by EPA, The complete non- 
conHdentiai document is available in the 
Public Reading Room E-107 at the above 
address between 800 a.m. and 400 p.m.. 
Monday through Friday, excluding legal 
holidays. 

Y 85-5 

Manufacturer. Confidential 
Chemical. (G) Silicone modified alkyd 
polymer. 

Use/l } roducUon. (G) Polymeric binder 
for baked finishes. Prod, range. 
Confidential. 

Toxicity Data. No data submitted. 
Exposure. No data submitted. 
Environmental Release/Disposal. No 
data submitted. 

86-6 

Importer. Celanese Specialty 
Chemicals. 

Chemical. (G) Starch grafted sodium 
polyacrylate. 

Use/Import (S) Commercial 
absorbent polymer for use in nonwoven 
products and as an industrial soil 
conditioner. Import range. Confidential 
Toxicity Data. Acute oral: Male 
(Mice)—6,406 mg/kg: Male (Rat)—0,540 
mg/kg; Irritation: (Skin—Non irritant: 
Eye—irritant: Allergenicity test (Guinea 
pig): Contact allergenic; Cumulative 
contact enhancement test (Guinea pig): 
Non contact allergenic; Skin 
sensitization: Non-irritant. Vaginal 
mucosa irritation study: Non- 
anasoscopic and non-microscopic. 
Exposure. No data submitted. 
Environmental Release/Disposal. No 
data submitted. 

Dated: October 15. 1985 

Undo A. Travers, 

Acting Director. Information Moragetneat 
Division. 

|FR Doc. 85-25125 Filed 10-21-85: 6:45 am| 

BM.UHO COOC SS60-W-II 
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FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD 

Golden Pacific Savings and Loan 
Association, Windsor, CA; 
Appointment of Receiver 

Correction 

In KR Doc. 85-23067. appearing on 
page 40450 in the issue of Thursday, 
October 3.1985, make the following 
correction: 

In the first column, eighth and ninth 
lines. “Fumily Federal Savings and Loon 
Association” should read "Golden 
Pacific Savings and Loan Association”. 

billing coot tsos-oi-M 


Farmers Savings Bank, Davis, CA; 
Appointment of Receiver 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to the authority contained in section 
406(c)(1)(B) of the National Housing Act, 
as amended. 12 U.S.C. 1729(c)(1)(B) 
(1982). the Federal Home Loon Bank 
Board appointed the Federal Savings 
and Loan Insurance Corporation as sole 
receiver for Farmers Savings Bank, 
Davis, California, on October 11,1985. 

Dated: October 17.1985 
Jeff Scon vers. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 85-25129 Filed 10-21-85: 8:45 am) 

BILLING CO DC *7*0-01-41 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

Indemnification of Passengers for 
Nonperformance of Transportation; 
Issuance of Certificate (Performance) 

Notice is hereby given that the 
following have been issued a Certificate 
of Financial Responsibility for 
Indemnification of Passengers for 
Nonperformance of Transportation 
pursuant to the provisions of Bcction 3. 
Pub. L 87-777 (80 Stub 1357,1358) and 
Federal Maritime Commission General 
Order 20, as amended (45 CFR Part 540): 
Exploration Cruise Lines. Inc., One 
Busch Place, St. Louis. Missouri 63118. 

Dated: October 17,1965 

Bruce A. Dombrowski, 

Acting Secretary. 

|FR Doc, 85-25187 Filed 10-21-85: 8:45 ami 

DILI INC COOT *730-01 -41 


FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 
Agency Forms Under Review 

October 18.1985. 

Background 

On June 15,1984, the Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB) 
delegated to the Board of Governors of 
the Federal Reserve System (Board) its 
approval authority under the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1980. as per 5 CFR 

1320.9. ”to approve of and assign OMB 
control numbers to collection of 
information requests and requirements 
conducted or sponsored by the Board 
under conditions set forth in 5 CFR 

1320.9. ” Board-approved collections of 
information will be incorporated into the 
official OMB inventory of currently 
approved collections of information. A 
copy of the SF 83 and supporting 
statement and the approved collection 
of information instruments) will be 
placed into OMB's public docket files. 
The following forms, which are being 
handled under this delegated authority, 
have received initial Board approval 
and are hereby published for comment. 
At the end of the comment period, the 
proposed information collection, along 
with an analysis of comments and 
recommendations received, will be 
submitted to the Board for final 
approval under OMB delegated 
authority. 

date; Comments must be received 
within fifteen working days of the date 
of publication in the Federal Register. 
address: Comments, which should refer 
to the OMB Docket number (or Agency 
form number in the case of u new 
information collection that has not yet 
been assigned an OBM number), should 
be addressed to Mr. William W. Wiles, 
Secretary. Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System, 20th and C 
Streets, NW., Washington. DC 20551. or 
delivered to room B-2223 between 8:45 
a.m. and 5:15 p.m. Comments received 
may be inspected in room B-1122 
between 8:45 a.m. and 5:15 p.m., except 
as provided in § 261.6(a) of the Board's 
Rules Regarding Availability of 
Information, 12 CFR 261.6(a). 

A copy of the comments may also be 
submitted to the OMB desk officer for 
the Board: Robert Neal. Office of 
Information and Regulatory Affairs, 
Office of Management and Budget, New 
Executive Office Building. Room 3206, 
Washington, DC 20503. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: A 
copy of the proposed form, the request 


for clearance (SF 83). supporting 
statement, instructions, and other 
documents that will be placed into 
OMB’s public docket files once 
approved may be requested from the 
agency clearance officer, whose name 
appears below. Federal Reserve Board 
Cleurancc Officer—Cynthia Classman- 
Division of Research and Statistics, 
Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System. Washington, DC 20551 
(202-452-3822). 

Proposal to approve under OMD 
delegated authority the implementation 
of the following report: 

1. Report title: Report on Total Foreign 
Exchange Turnover 

Agency form number: FR 3036A, B. A 
C 

OMB Docket number 7100-0215 

Frequency: One-time survey for month 
of March 1988 

Reporters: 135 banks, 10 brokers, and 
19 nonbank financial institutions 

Small businesses are not affected. 

General description of report: This 
information collection is voluntary and 
is given confidential treatment |5 U.S.C. 
552(b)(4) A (b)(8)). 

This survey will gather information 
for March 1986 on turnover volume in 
the U.S. foreign exchange market from 
135 banking institutions. 10 brokers, and 
19 nonbank financial institutions. The 
information will materially assist in the 
evaluation of market conditions and in 
the implementation of monetary policy. 

Beard of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, October 16.1985. 

William W. Wile*. 

Secretary of the Hoard. 

(FR Doc &5-2508B Filed 10-21-85: 8:45 nm| 

BILLING COOC *210-01-44 


American National Financial Corp. et 
at.; Formations of, Acquisitions by and 
Mergers of Bank Holding Companies 

The companies listed in this notice 
have applied for the Board’9 approval 
under section 3 of the Bank Holding 
Company Act (12 tl.S.C. 1842) and 
$ 225.14 of the Board's Regulation Y (12 
CFR 225.14) to become a bank holding 
company or to acquire a bank or bank 
holding company. The factors that are 
considered in acting on the applications 
are set forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

Each application is available for 
immediate inspection at the Federal 
Reserve Bank indicated. Once the 
application has been accepted for 
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processing, it will also be available for 
inspection at the offices of the Board of 
Governors. Interested persons may 
express their views in writing to the 
Reserve Bank or to the offices of the 
Board of Governors. Any comment on 
an application that requests a hearing 
must include a statement of why a 
written presentation would not suffice in 
lieu of a hearing, identifying specifically 
any questions of fact that are in dispute 
and summarizing the evidence that 
would be presented at a hearing. 

Unless otherwise noted, comments 
regarding each of these applications 
must be received not later than 
November 8,1985. 

A. Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta 
(Robert E. Heck, Vice President) 104 
Marietta Street, NW.. Atlanta, Georgia 
30303: 

1. American National Financial 
Corporation , Panama City, Florida; to 
become a bank holding company by 
acquiring 100 percent of the voting 
shares of The American National Bank. 
Panama City. Florida. 

B. Fedora! Reserve Bank of San 
Francisco {Harry W. Green. Vice 
President) 101 Market Street. San 
Francisco. California 91105; 

1. Verde Valley Bancrop . Inc ., 

Cot ton wood. Arizona; to become a bank 
holding company by acquiring 80 
percent of the voting shares of The Bank 
of Verde Valley. Cottonwood. Arizona 
(In Organization). 

Hoard of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, October 16.1985 

lames McAfee. 

Associate Secretary of the Board. 

|KR Doc. 85-25067 Filed 10-21-85; 8:45 am| 

BILLING COOC 4210-01-ftfl 


Manufacturers Hanover Corp.; 
Application To Engage de Novo in 
Nonbanking Activities 

The company listed in this notice has 
Tiled an application under § 225.23(a)(3) 
of the Board's Regulation Y (12 CFR 
225.23(a)(3)) for the Board's approval 
under section 4(c)(8) of the Bank 
I iolding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
1843(c)(8)) and 5 225.21(a) of Regulation 
Y (12 CFR 225.21(a)) to commence or to 
engage de novo, either directly or 
through a subsidiary, in a nonbanking 
activity. Unless otherwise noted, such 
activities will be conducted throughout 
the United States. 

The application is available for 
immediate inspection at the Federal 
Reserve Bank indicated. Once the 
application has been accepted for 
processing, it will also be available for 
inspection at the offices of the Board of 


Governors. Interested persons may 
express their views in writing on the 
question whether consummation of the 
proposal can "reasonably be expected 
to produce benefits to the public, such 
as greater convenience, increased 
competition, or gains in efficiency, that 
outweigh possible adverse effects, such 
as undue concentration of resources, 
decreased or unfair competition, 
conflicts of interests, or unsound 
banking practices." Any request for a 
hearing on this question must be 
accompanied by a statement of the 
reasons a written presentation would 
not suffice in lieu of a hearing, 
identifying specifically any questions of 
fact that are in dispute, summarizing the 
evidence that would be presented at a 
hearing, and indicating how the party 
commenting would be aggrieved by 
approval of the proposal. 

Comments regarding the application 
must be received at the Reserve Bank 
indicated or the offices of the Board of 
Governors not later than November 15, 
1985. 

A. Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, (William W. Wiles. 
Secretary') Washington, D.C. 20551: 

1. Manufacturers Hanover 
Corporation , New York. New York: to 
engage through its subsidiary. 
Manufacturers Hanover Futures. Inc.. 
New York. New York, in the activities of 
the execution and clearance of stock 
index futures contracts, options of stock 
index futures contracts, and municipal 
bond index futures contracts, and the 
provision of advisory services with 
respect to municipal bond index futures 
contracts. This application may be 
inspected at the Federal Reserve Bank 
of New York. These activities have been 
approved by Board Order as permissible 
for bank holding companies. J.P, Morgan 
& Co. Incorporated, 71 Federal Reserve 
Bulletin 251 (1985); Bankers Trust New 
York Corporation . 71 Federal Reserve 
Bulletin 111 (1985). 

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System. October 16.1885. 

James McAfee. 

Associate Secretary of the Board 

|FR Doc. 85-25068 Filed 10-21-85; 8:45 am) 

84LUNG COOC 621<Kei>« 


HARRY S. TRUMAN SCHOLARSHIP 
FOUNDATION 

Scholarships; Closing Date for 
Nominations From Eligible Institutions 
of Higher Education 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in the Harry 
S. Truman Memorial Scholarship Act. 
Pub. L 93-842 (20 U.S.C. 2001). 


nominations are being accepted from 
eligible institutions of higher education 
for Truman Scholarships. Procedures are 
prescribed at 45 CFR Part 1801. and 
were published in the Federal Register 
on June 19.1976 (43 FR 20366). 

In order to be assured of 
consideration, all documentation in 
support of nominations must be received 
by the Truman Scholarship Review 
Committee, CN 6302. Princeton, N.j. 
08541-8302 postmarked no later than 
Sunday, December 1.1985. 

Malcolm C. McCormack, 

Exrcuti ve Secretary'. 

[FR Doc. BS-25192 Filed 10-21-85; 8 45 am| 

BILLING COOC MOO-Of-M 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 

Food and Drug Administration 

(Docket No. 850-0480] 

Draft Guideline for the Design of 
Clinical Trials for Evaluation of the 
Safety and Efficacy of Allergenic 
Products for Therapeutic Uses; 
Availability of Guideline 

agency: Food and Drug Administration. 
action: Notice. 

summary: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is announcing the 
availability of a draft guideline to assist 
manufacturers in designing clinical 
studies to assess the safety and efficacy 
of allergenic products for therapeutic 
use. FDA is making the draft guideline 
available for public comment to assist 
the agency in developing a final 
guideline. The guideline, when issued in 
final form, may be relied on by 
allergenic manufacturers ami sponsors 
in designing clinical studies. The draft 
guideline was prepared by FDA's Center 
for Drugs and Biologies. 

DATE: Written comments by January 21. 
1986. 

addresses: Requests for a copy of the 
draft guideline and written comments 
regarding the draft guideline to the 
Dockets Management Branch (HFA- 
305). Food and Drug Administration. Rm. 
4-82. 5600 Fishers Lane. Rockville, MD 
20857. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Howard P. Muller. Center for Drugs and 
Biologies (HFN-362), Food and Drug 
Administration. 5600 Fishers Lane. 
Rockville. MD 20857. 301-443-5220, 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: FDA is 
announcing the availability of a draft 
guideline to assist allergenic biological 
product manufacturers and 
investigational sponsors in designing 
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clinical studies to assess the safety and 
efficacy of allergenic products for 
therapeutic use. This draft guideline 
does not address the design of clinical 
studies for allergenic products for 
diagnostic uses. 

FDA is making this draft guideline 
available for public comment before 
making it the formal position of the 
agency. If, following the receipt of 
comments, the agency concludes that 
the draft guideline, as revised, reflects 
acceptable criteria for use in designing 
clinical studies to assess the sofety and 
efficacy of allergenic products for 
therapeutic uses, the guideline will be 
made final, and FDA will announce its 
availability under 5 10.90(b) (21 CFR 
10.90(b)). 

Section 10.90(b) provides for the use 
of guidelines to establish procedures of 
general applicability that are not legal 
requirements but are acceptable to the 
agency. A person who follows a 
guideline can be assured that his or her 
conduct will be acceptable to the 
agency. A person may also choose to 
use alternative procedures even though 
they are not provided for in the 
guideline. A person who chooses to do 
so may discuss the matter further with 
the agency to prevent an expenditure of 
money and effort for work that the 
agency may later determine to be 
unacceptable. Therefore, interested 
persons are encouraged to use this 
opportunity to submit comments on the 
draft guideline if they have suggestions 
for its revision. 

Interested persons may, on or before 
January 21.1966. submit written 
comments on the draft guideline to the 
Dockets Management Branch (address 
above). These comments will be 
considered in determining whether 
amendments to. or revisions of, the draft 
guideline are warranted. Two copies of 
any comments are to be submitted, 
except that individuals may submit one 
copy. Comments are to be identified 
with the docket number found in 
brackets in the heading of this 
document The draft guideline and 
received comments may be seen in the 
Dockets Management Branch between 9 
a.m. and 4 p.m., Monday through Friday. 
Requests for a single copy of the draft 
guideline should be sent to the Dockets 
Management Branch. 

Dated: October 16,19B5. 

Marvin H. Shumate. 

Acting Associate Commissioner for 
Regulatory Affairs, 

|FR Doc. 85*25062 Filed 10-17-65; 1039 arn| 

OH UNO COOt 41S0-61-M 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Bureau of Indian Affairs 
(DEIS 85-48J 

Availability of a Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement on the Proposed Ojo 
Line Extension 345 kV Overhead 
Transmission Line and Substation in 
North-Central New Mexico 

agency: Bureau of Indian Affairs. 

Interior. 

action: Notice._ 

summary: This notice advises the public 
that the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (DEIS) on the proposed Ojo 
Line Extension 345 kV Overhead 
Transmission Line and Substation in 
North-Central New Mexico is available 
for public review. The Public Service 
Company of New Mexico (PNM) is 
proposing to be granted rights-of-way 
and easement for either, (1) 45.18 to 
47.40 miles of 345 kV overhead 
transmission line from a new substation 
in the Los Alamos Area, and then 
continuing on into PNM's existing 
Norton Switching Slation (the Coyote- 
Los Alamos-Norton Alternative); or (2) 
45.48 to 50.83 miles of overhead 345 kV 
transmission line from PNM's existing 
Ojo Switching Station to Norton Station, 
and a 345 kV line from Norton Station to 
a new substation in the Los Alamos area 
(the Ojo-Norton-Los Alamos 
Alternative). 

dates: Written comments are due 
January 2,1988. Two public meetings 
will be held on November 27 and 
December 4. 1985. from 6 p.m. to 9 p.m. 

A public hearing will be held on 
December 11,1965, at 6 p.m. The 
meetings and hearing will be held at the 
Santa Fe County Commission 
Chambers. 102 Grant. Santa Fe, New 
Mexico. 

addresses: Comments should be 
addressed to Mr. Jose A. Zuni. Area 
Director. Albuquerque Area Office. P.O. 
Box 8327. Albuquerque. New Mexico 
87198. 

Public meetings will be held for the 
purpose of answering questions on the 
Draft Environmental impact Statement 
and the project from 6 p m. to 9 p.m.. 
November 27 and December 4.1985, in 
the Santa Fe County Commission 
Chambers, 102 Grant. Santa Fe. New 
Mexico. A public hearing will be held 
for the purpose of receiving oral 
comments on December 11.1985. at 6 
p.m., in the Santa Fe, County 
Commission Chambers. 102 Grant. Santa 
Fe. New Mexico. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. William C. Allan. Area 


Env ironmental Protection Specialist. 
Albuquerque Area Office, Bureau of 
Indian Affairs. P.O. Box 8327. 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87198. 
telephone (505) 766-3374. Individuals 
wishing copies of this Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement should 
immediately contact the above named 
individual. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA), 
Department of the Interior, has prepared 
a DEIS on the proposal to approve 
rights-of-way for the Public Service 
Company of New Mexico on lands 
belonging to the Pueblos of Santa Clara 
and Pojoaque and lands administered 
by the U.S. Forest Service, the Bureau of 
Land Management, and the Department 
of Energy. 

This action is designed to satisfy two 
needs: (1) Public Service Company of 
New Mexico and Plains Electrical 
Generation and transmission 
Cooperative. Inc.‘s Transmission 
requirements and system reliability 
needs for North-Central New Mexico, 
and (2) the transmission needs of the 
Los Alamos Service Area. 

This action will result in more reliable 
electrical service to an area of 
increasing development and will also 
result in impacts to the visual character 
of the area, effects upon wildlife, 
vegetative cover, erosion, residents 
lifestyles, property values and sales. 

The principal alternatives under 
consideration that were analyzed and 
evaluated in the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement are: (A) No action, (B) 
Approval of proposed rights-of-way and 
necessary construction for four 
alternative routes. 

Other government agencies and 
members of the public contributed to the 
planning and evaluation of the proposal 
and the preparation of this 
Environmental Impact Statement (E1S). 
The Notice of Intent was published in 
the Federal Register on July 24.1984. Six 
scoping meetings were held. One on 
September 8,1984. in Santa Fe. New 
Mexico, was announced in the Federal 
Register. Other meetings at Espanola. 
Cuba. Los Alamos, and at the Pueblos of 
Santa Clara and San Ildefonso, were 
announced in local newspapers. 
Cooperating Agencies include the 
Department of Energy, the U.S. Forest 
Service, and the Bureau of Land 
Management. 

Agencies and individuals are urged to 
provide comments on the DEIS as soon 
as possible. All comments received by 
the dates above will be considered in 
preparation of the final E1S for this 
proposed action. 
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Date*!: October 15, 11*85 
Hazel E Elbert, 

Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary—Indian 
Affairs, 

|FK Doc. 85-25091 Filed 8-21-85; 8 45 am| 
COOC 441*42-41 


Bureau of Land Management 

Information Collection Submitted to 
the Office of Management and Budget 
for Review Under the Paperwork 
Reduction Act 

The proposal for the collection of 
information listed below has been 
submitted to the Office of Management 
and Budget for approval under the 
provisions of the Paperwork Reduction 
Act (44 U.S.C. Chapter 35). Copies of the 
proposed collection of information and 
related forms and explanatory material 
may be obtained by contracting the 
Bureau's clearance officer at the phone 
number listed below. Comments and 
suggestions on the requirement should 
be made within 30 days directly to the 
Bureau's clearance officer and to the 
Office of Management and Budget, 
Interior Department Desk Officer, 
Washington. DC 20503, telephone (202) 
395-7340. 

Title: 43 CFR 4120.3-2, Cooperative 
Agreements. 

Abstract: Respondents supply 
information to obtain authority to 
construct and/or maintain range 
improvements on the public lands in 
cooperation with Bureau programs. 
Bureau Form Number 4120-6. 
Frequency: Ocassionally. 

Description of Respondents: 

Permittees or lessees authorized to graze 
livestock on public lands. 

Annual Responses: 600. 

Annual Burden Hours: 102. 

Bureau Clearance Officer (alternate): 
Rebecca Daugherty (202) 653-6653. 

Dated: October 1,1965. 

Billy R. Templeton, 

Assistant Director , Renewable Resources. 

|FR Doc. 85-25079 Filed 10-21-85: 845 am) 

KLUNQ COOC 4410-14-44 


Realty Action; Noncompetitive leasing 
of Public Land in Amador County, CA 

agency: Bureau of Land Management. 
Interior. 

action: Notice of a noncompetitive 
lease of Public Land in Amador County. 
California. 


summary: The Bureau of Lind 
Management, Folsom Resource Area, 
Bakersfield District. California proposes 
to issue a 30-year lease to the Goose Hill 


Cun Club for use of the following 
described parcel of public land: 

Mount Diablo Meridian. California 

T.5N..R 10 E4 

See. 16. NWVi SWV 4 ; 

Sec. 17. NW Ntt SE'A and NW SVi NF.V« 
SEV4: 

Containing 90 acres. 

The Goose Hill Gun Club has 
expressed an interest in releasing exotic 
deer on their private land and would 
like the animals to use this 90 acre tract, 
which is surrounded on three sides by 
their piopcrty. 

The proposal would authorize 
introduced exotic deer to roam freely 
from the Club's private property across 
the adjacent public land described 
al>ove. 

The terms and conditions applicable 
to the proposed lease are as follows: 

1. The lessee shall limit access to the 
subject public land via club lands to the 
following individuals: 

a. BLM personnel (with minimum 24- 
hour prior notice). 

b. Non-Bureau personnel authorized 
by the lessor to monitor or study soils 
within the suject public land (with 
minimum 46-hour prior notice). 

Z The lessee shall construct and 
maintain a five-strand wire fence on 
Goose Hill Gun Club property along the 
north and east boundaries of the suject 
land. The fence is to be constructed in 
accordance with specifications to be 
provided by the lessor. 

3. The lessee shall not allow 
supplemental feeding or development of 
water sources on the subject land. 

4. The lessee shall maintain and use 
the existing access road and not 
construct any new roads. 

5. The lessee shall prohibit the 
discharge of firearms on the subject land 
by club personnel or members, except to 
pursue wounded or sick animals. 

6. The lessee shall assure that the 
average utilization of vegetation on the 
subject land will not exceed 50%. Should 
utilization exceed 50%. the lessee shall 
install within 15 days of written 
notification a restrictive hog wire sheep 
fence along the boundary of the subject 
land. Disputes of over-utilization will be 
arbitrated by biologists from BLM. 

Goose Hill and wildlife extension 
specialists from U.C. Davis. 

7. The lessee shall not use predator 
control measures on the subject land, 

8. The lessee will not assign any rights 
or privaleges granted by this lease 
without the prior approval of the lessor 
and will not speculate in the privileges 
herein granted. Subleasing of this 
property or any portion thereof is not 
permitted. 


9. The lessee shall observe all Federal. 
State. County, and other laws, 
regulations, and ordinances which are 
applicable to the premises. 

10. The lease is subject to cancellation 
by the lessor for failure of the lessee to 
perform or observe any of the terms and 
conditions hereof. 

11. The lessee shall be responsible for 
the removal of oil exotic animals upon 
termination of the lease. 

Information concerning the proposed 
lease is available at the Folsom 
Resource Area Office. 63 Natoma Street. 
Folsom. California 95630. For a period of 
45 days from the date of publication of 
this notice, interested parties may 
submit comments to the District 
Manager. Bakersfield District Office, 
Bureau of Land Management. 800 
Truxtun Avenue. Bakersfield. California 
93301. 

Any adverse comments will be 
evaluated by the District Manager who 
may vacate or modify this realty action 
and issue a final determination. In the 
absence of any action by the District 
Manager, this realty action will become 
a final determination. 

Dated: October 11,1885. 

David N. Harm. 

Acting Area Manager. 

|FR Doc. 85-25172 Filed 10-21-85; 845 

BILLING COOC 4410-40-41 


Fish and Wildlife Service 

Information Collection Submitted to 
the Office of Management and 8udget 
for Review Under the Paperwork 
Reduction Act 

'Hie proposal for the collection of 
information listed below has been 
submitted to the Office of Management 
and Budget (OMB) for approval under 
the provisions of the Paperwork 
Reduction Act (44 U.S.C. Chapter 35). 
Copies of the proposed information 
collection requirement and related forms 
and explanatory material may be 
obtained by contacting the Service's 
clearance officer at the phone number 
listed below. Comments and suggestions 
on the requirements should be made 
directly to the Service clearance officer 
and-the OMB Interior Desk Officer, 
Washington. D.C. 20503, telephone 202- 
395-7313. 

Title: Bird Band Recovery Report. 

Abstruct: The report is used by 
licensed bird banders, wildlife agency 
personnel, scientific cooperators and 
hunters, when banded or marked birds 
are shot or found dead or injured. Band 
data is used by Federal, State, and 
Provincial personnel, conservation 
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organizations, and scientific cooperators 
to aid in the study of population size, 
mortality and survival rates, longevity 
and migration patterns of birds. Band 
recovery information is also used in the 
preparation of the annual United States 
and Canadian Wildlife Service s hunting 
and shooting regulations. 

Form Number: 3-1807. 

Frequency: On occasion. 

Description of Respondents: 
Individuals and households, licensed 
bird banders, wildlife agency personnel 
and scientific cooperators. 

Annual Responses: 50.000. 

Annual Burden Hours: 2.500. 

Service Clearance Officer Authur J. 
Ferguson, telephone 202-653-7499. Room 
859. Riddell Building. U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, Washington. D.C 
20240. 


Dated: September 10. TUBS. 

Don VV. Minnich, 

Acting Associate Director— Wildlife 
Resources . 

|FR Doc 85-25117 Filed 10-21-85; 8:45 omj 

SILLING CODE 4310-55-M 


Minerals Management Service 

Environmental Documents Prepared for 
Proposed OH and Gas Operations on 
the Gulf of Mexico Outer Continental 
Shelf (OCS); Availability 

agency: Minerals Management Service, 
U.S. Department of the Interior. 

ACTION: Notice of the Availability of 
Environmental Documents Prepared for 
OCS Mineral Exploration and 


Production Proposals on the Gulf of 
Mexico OCS. 


summary: The Minerals Management 
Service (MMS), in accordance with 
Federal Regulations (40 CKR 1501.4 and 
1506.6) that implement the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). 
announces the availability of NF.PA- 
related Environmental Assessments 
(EAs) and Findings of No Significant 
Impact (FONSls), prepared by the MMS 
for the following oil and gas exploration 
and production activities proposed on 
flie Gulf of Mexico OCS. This listing oil 
proposals for which FONSls were 
prepared by the Gulf of Mexico OCS in 
the three month period preceding this 
Notice. 


Act»<voptt«ao» 


Froopon SoWxx Co . unft <tevteopm*m.pr'Xiuct*or> tulphwr teiMfy, Lmmi OCS 0 2*. 
025. 03V aod 034. SEA No 0-402 

Marait'on CH Co. tour owotomtory wtN, OTS8 6421. SEA No N-2’62 _ 

Eoor Co, USA. IN* «K*y»ky> well*. OCS-G 6413. SEA No N-2163 _ 

CNG PtOdwcsnf Co. tour optoriKNy OCS-G 6256 »nd 6250. SEA No* N- 
2200 and N-2201 

Amooo Ptoducaon Co. IN* tip*mry •«**, OCS-67371 and 7372: SEA No. N- 
2186 

Marathon 06 CO , 9 *ophft*caJ mpKyation tor mineral maourcea, OCS-O 7014 and 
7022. SEA No 186-120 

Walter 04 * G4» Carp 1 8 w 4m or 6-m ch gt* and com* artate SEA No 

P-8042 

Amoco ProdbCfton Co. 1 86 mtet 0 < 6mch n**al flu ptwtrw. SEA No P-8043.. 
FMP Opormng Co. 8 47 rrxte* of Smc h gaa portr*. SEA No P-6044 _ 

Conoco Inc.. 13 16 mOa* ot 8-mch cmdo of pc*** SEA No P-6045 _ 

Toot h w Got Plpfcna Co . i 03 mow* of lO^nch natural got po**na. SEA No P- 

8046 

Tannotaoo Got Pipetete Co, 1 29 imtet o» 8-*vrh natural got pp**nr. SEA No P- 

8047 

ANA Ptpatao Cd. 0 77 mite* of 8 vw* natural got paptea*. SEA No P-8048 _ 

Somadan Ot Corp , 9 20 mAa* 04 idwich natural gat ptprt*'*: SEA No P-6049_ 

Tonnatoao Gas tepofen* Co, 1 33 ml** ot lO**fi natural gas pcc*na SEA No P- 
8050 

Sou horn Ntteml Got Co 36 mlw* of 6*Kh natural gat pc***. SEA No P-6051 
SoolNorn Natural Got Co. 1 it moot of Anch natual gat p*a*n* SEA No P-8052 

ARCO 04 and Gat Co. 11 66 mttea of Amch peatm* SEA N* P-6054 __ 

Tr*ntQO"V*'ntel Got PY*ano Corp. 8 63 m**t of 12-*ch natural goa and conoorv 
tala ppate*. SEA No P-8055 

Tarvmoo Got Plpatno Co, 1 73 mlot of 6-ncA natural gat ppofno. SEA No P- 
6066 

Tonnotaoe Goa Plpohn* Co, 7 74 <wU* of 6mch natural gat pfpoNia . SEA No. P- 
8057 

ARCO 04 and Oat Co.6JO mtea of 6-nch SEA No P-8058 -. — 

So»gi* Enargy ESP Inc. 32 mte* of Strtcfi natural gat tad oondtnaate pfMtna. 
SEA No P-6069 

Tiantcoronaneaf Got Pp4nt Corp. 7 07 mfiot of 1 2*icb nokaal gas and condtrv 
V «4ta ppafino. SEA Na P-606O 

Trtnaconinantol Got ApNtao Corp. 0 86 iwNo of ruMurtl got oondanaao* 
P*P-*n* SEA No P-6061 

ANH Ppotna Co . 326 mioa of Amch natura* gat p patr*. SEA No P-8062 __ 

imurMonP. Inc, 2-1 ml*t of 24-mch naXral gat p potma. SEA No P-6063 _ 

Taxaa Eattem Got PpeAne Co . 4 (M miot of natural gat ppokno SEA No 

P-6064 

Tarat Eritan Got Plpoftno Co. 35 ml* of lO-mtn natural got p*»ura; SEA No P- 
6276 

ARCO 0* end Ga» Co . 4 47 m«a§ of i6-neh got ppotno. SEA No P 627«.. 

Corput Ort 04 and Got Co. 623 rntet of 6-ncn nauaa* gat pooAn*. SEA f«o P- 
8277 


Grand Mt Area. BtocAa 16c 17. 22. and 23: oCUOf Louoorva 


Ate 31. 19*5 


Onaon Oom* Biot* 203 53 maao aou*tor*tt of Panama Qty. PL ...—___ 

Ottsn Ooma Biodi »15: 50 r«No ao u tfmtoi of Panama CXy. PL _ ___ 

H^n Niond Aroo. Eoct AddAon. South txurvon. Btocta A-364 and A-377, li? 
mf» touiftoaat of GaNotion, TX and 125 mlet aoutPortai of Comoron, LA. 


rogn ftfond Aroo. Eaal Addoon. Sc*Ah EiVftWA Bocfci A-395 and A 396 117 

ml** aoulhoaai of 9«o Inn coaaitr« 

Groan Canyon BLxht 108 and 152. 80 mAat offtnora Loumana --- 


Sabine Ptn BKxA 7 and Watt Camorpn Btocfc S3, offthoro Loumana 


Hgn attend BOui 67. 53. and 52 offthom Ta*at ...-----— -—— 

Sou* Martfe taiond Arta. SouJn Addiion, B*o>4 174 and 175, and Eugono Itiand 
Aroo SotAh Addmon. Btec* 37*. 380 and 381 OftthOra lourtranp 
Etmg Bona Aroo. Bteca 306 and Grand fete Area. SkXXi 82. 83. 84. 75. 72. and 63. 


VormAlon Area. BHxA 245. offthoro lot**** 


East Camaron Arao. BkxA 33; ofitnoro Loustana^. — --———- 

Eugono tdand Aroo 8Lx* 168: oPthoro Loumano -- 

Braxoa Aroo. Sou«n AddiaoA Btorfct A-52 A-5». A-50. and Brett* Ama. BKXAt A- 
40. A-41 and A-22 ofNbom Taxat 

Eat! Cameron Area. BUx* 66, ofNnoro Louinana —...-.. . -— 


Man Paaa Area. 8toc*i 64 and 57, oWthora Lo»«i4na 
Man Paaa Arna 12». ohMyoo Umw 


Shp Shool Ama, Btocta 178, 170 180.171, 179. and t69 oftthora Loumona _ 

Hspi itiand A*aa. BJocAa A-20.232 231. 205 and 206. oWthom T«*at - 

Step Snoai Area. 8tec4t Ut and 144 . ofNhore loumana . . 

Step Shoot Ama. Btoct* 97. no. til. and 120, crfNhons Loutt*ana ___ 

Step Snoaf Arao. Btecta 322 331. and Soum Timbator Area. South AddrDon. BVxN 
300 and 299 

Galvovion Area. Baoch 385 and 390 ottebort Tatofe --- -— — - 


Aiy 19. 1985 
Juff 11, 1985 
Aug 19. 1965 


Aug 5. 1966 
Jdty 19. 1865 
Oa 

A/y 24 1985 
uuv29. 1986 

Oa 

Ate 19. T98fi 

Ate tO. 1385 

A4y 24 1665. 
Aug 6. 1085 

Jufy 12 W65 

Aug t. 1965 
Pa 

Aug 23. I98a 
Aug 27. 1965 


Swot Aroo. B*oc*t 453. 452 451. and 474. oftthora Torn 
Bmot Area. Btocfca 437 and 452 offshore Tmaa ___ 


Eugene Island Area. Bky-Lt 86. 64 and 99; ofttfMX# Lourtona 
Meiegorda Ntend Ama. BaocAt 822 and 523. offateya Ta*at 


M«gh itfand Area. South Adddon, BtecM A-560 A-S6V and A-568: oftehuo Tmaa 

Kgn island Area. South Add*orv Btocu A-560, A-SSl, and A-568 offshore Ttuat 

H* 3 h tstend Aroo. Btocfca 116,87. 86, and 71. offthoro Tmcat _..._.... -___ 

Mam Pom Aioa, Biocht 98. 99 86, and 95, offthoro Ltemne ____ 


SepL 10. 1985 

Aug 26, 1895 

Aug 23. 1966 

Aug 26, <986 

Aug 27. »986 

Aug 26, 1966 

Sept 9. 1965 
Sept 11 . 1965 
Set* 10 1085 

Do 

Sepi 16, 1965 
Sept 20. 1965 


Persons interested in reviewing 
environmental documents for the 
proposals listed above or obtaining 
information about EAs and FONSls 


prepared for activities on the Gulf of 
Mexico OCS are encouraged to contact 
the MMS office in the Gulf of Mexico 
OCS Region. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT! 

Regional Supervisor. Leasing and 
Environment (LE). Gulf of Mexico OCS 
Region. Minerals Management Service, 
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Post Office Box 7944, Metairie. 

Louisiana 70010, Telephone (504) 838- 
0755. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION; The 

MMS prepares EAs and FONSIs for 
proposals which relates to exploration 
for and the development/production of 
oil and gas resources on the Gulf of 
Mexico OCS. The KAs examine the 
potential environmental effects of 
activities described in the proposals and 
present MMS conclusions regarding the 
significance of th6se effects. 
Environmental Assessments are used as 
a basis for determining whether or not 
approval of the proposals constitutes 
major Federal actions that significantly 
affect the quality of the human 
environment in the sense of NEPA 
1U2(2)(C). A FONSI is prepared in those 
instances where the MMS finds that 
approval will not result in significant 
effects on the quality of the human 
environment. The FONSI briefly 
presents the basis for that finding and 
includes a summary or copy of the EA. 

This notice constitutes the public 
notice of availability of environmental 
documents required under the NEPA 
Regulations. 

Dated October 3. 1985 

|ohn L Rankin. 

Regional Director* Gulf of Mexico OCS 
lugion. 

|FR DOC 85-25078 Fited 10-21-85; 8*5 nm| 

BILLING COOC 43tO-4in-M 


National Park Service 

National Capital Memorial Advisory 
Committee; Meeting 

Notice is hereby given in accordance 
with the? Federal Advisory Committee 
Act that a meeting of the National 
Capital Memorial Advisory Committee 
will be held on Thursday, November 14. 
19B5, at 1:00 p.m., at the National Capital 
Planning Commission. Commission's 
Meeting Room. 10th Floor. 1325 C Street. 
NW„ Washington. D C. 

The Committee was established for 
the purpose of preparing and 
recommending to the Secretary broad 
criteria, guidelines and policies for 
memorializing persons and events on 
Federal lands in the National Capital 
Region (as defined in the National 
Capital Plunning Act of 1952. as 
amended), through the media of 
monuments, memorials and statues. It is 
to examine each memorial proposal for 
adequacy and appropriateness, make 
recommendations to the Secretary with 
respect to site location on Federal land 
in the National Capital Region and to 
serve as an information focal point for 
those seeking to erect memorials on 


Federal land in the National Capital 

Region. 

The members of the Committee are as 
follows: 

William Penn Mott. Chairman. Director, 
National Park Service. Washington. 
DC. 

Glen Urquhart. Chairman. National 
Capital Planning. Commission. 
Washington. D.C. 

George H. White. Architect of the 
Capitol. Washington. D.C. 

Honorable Armistead J. Muupin. Acting 
Chairman, American Battle 
Monuments Commission, Washington. 
D.C. 

). Carter Brown. Chairman. Commission 
of Fine Arts. Washington. D.C. 

Marion S. Barry, Jr.. Mayor of the 
District of Columbia. Washington. 

DC 

L L Mitchell. Commissioner. Public 
Buildings Service. Washignton. D.C. 
The purpose of the meeting will be to 
review (1) H.J. Res. 167 "to authorize the 
Armored Force Memorial;*' (2) S. 961/ 
H.R. 2457 "establishment of a memorial 
to Marlin Luther King, Jr.;” (3) S.J. Res 
1B4/S. 1223 "to authorize the Korean 
W r ar Memorial;" (4) H.J. Res. 36/S.J. Res 
156 "establishment of a memorial to 
honor women who have served in the 
Armed Forces of the United States;" (5) 
H.J. Res. 142/S.J. Res. 143 "to authorize 
the Black Revolutionary War Patriots 
Memorial in Constitution Cardens;" (6) 
H.R. 77 "to authorize the General 
Mihailovich Memorial;" (7) S. 1107/H.R. 
2440 "to authorize Third Infantry 
Division Memorial;" (8) H.R. 2887/S. 

1379 "to authorize monument gjft of 
Kingdom of Morocco;" (9) ILR. 2601 "to 
authorize Hyam Salomon Memorial;" 

(10) S.J. Res. 200 "to authorize Older 
Pilots Memorial:" (11) naming of a park 
in the District of Columbia in honor of 
Julius Hobson; and (12) Francis Scott 
Key Memorial. Also, the Committee will 
consider for adoption its revised 
guidelines and criteria which were 
published in the Federal Register on 
April 1.1965. 

The meeting will be open to the 
public. Any person may file with the 
Committee a written statement 
concerning the matters to be discussed 
Persons who wish to file a written 
statement or testify at the meeting or 
who want further information 
concerning the meeting may contact Mr 
John C. Parsons. Associate Regional 
Director, l,and Use Coordination. 
National Capital Region, at 202-426- 
7750. Minutes of the meeting will be 
available for public inspection four 
weeks after the meeting at the Office of 
Lund Use Coordination. National 


Capital Region. Room 206.1100 Ohio 
Drive. SW.. Washington. D C. 20242. 

Dated: October 16.1985. 

Manus |. Fish. |r.. 

Regional Director, National Capital Region. 
|FR Doc. 85-25158 Filed 10-21-65; 8:45 am| 

billing COOC Otfr-70-M 


National Register of Historic Places; 
Notice on NHL Boundaries 

October 7.1985 

The National Park Services has been 
working to establish boundaries for all 
National Historic Landmarks for which 
no specific boundary was identified at 
the time of designation and therefore are 
without a clear delineation of the 
amount of property involved. The results 
of such designation make it important 
that we define specific boundaries for 
each landmark. 

In accordance with the National 
Historic Landmark program regulations 
36 CFR Part 65. the National Park 
Service notifies owners, public officials 
and other interested parties and 
provides them with an opportunity to 
make comments on the proposed 
boundaries. 

The 00-day comment period on the 
attached National Historic Landmark 
has ended, and the boundaries have 
been established Copies of the 
documentation of the landmark and its 
boundaries, including maps, may be 
obtained from Jerry L Rogers. Associate 
Director, Cultural Resources, and 
Keeper of the National Register of 
Historic Places, National Park Service. 
P.O. Box 37127. Washington. D.C 20013- 
7127, Attention: Chief of Registration 
(Phone: 202-343-9536). 

Carol D. Shull. 

Chief of Registration. National Register of 
Historic Places, Interagency Resources 
Division 

Huguenot Street Histone Distric t. New Pallx, 
Ulster County. NY 

Beginning at lh« southern corner of Section 
88033, Block 2. Lot 14 in the Village of New 
Paltz. Ulster County, New York; thence 
proceeding northwest to the western comer 
of 86.033/2/14 and northeast along the 
northwestern edge of 86.033/2/14. 86 033/2/11 
nnd 80033/2/1 (the southeastern edge of 
I luguenot Street) to a point where o 
projection of the southwestern line of 86.033/ 
1/4 intersects with the southeastern edge of 
Huguenot Street: thence proceeding 
northwest along the latter line to the western 
comer of 86.033/1/4: thence proceeding 
northeast along the western line of 86033/1 / 

4. north along the western lines of 86.033/1/5 
and 86.033/1/6. west and north along thu 
southern and western lines of 86.033/1/& 
north along the western tines of 861133/1/6 
nnd ftaQ2S/l/KL2. and 200 feet north along 
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the western line of 80.025/1/12.1; thence 
proceeding east along a line of convenience 
approximately 30 feet north of the Reformed 
Church of New Pultz to the western edge of 
80.025/2/15 (the eastern edge of Huguenot 
Street): thence proceeding north along the 
western edge of 88.025/2/15. and north, cast 
south and west around the preimetcr of 
88.025/2/1 to the northeastern comer of 
86.025/2/15: thence proceeding south along 
the eastern edge of 08.025/2/15 and along a 
continuation of that line across the driveway 
of 66.025/2/9; thence proceeding east south 
und west around the perimeter of 86.025/2/14 
to a point where a projection of the eastern 
line of 86.033/1/7 intersects with the southern 
edge of 86.025/14: thence proceeding south 
along the latter line to the southeastern 
comer of 86.033/1/7, and cost southwest and 
northwest around the perimeter of 86.033/1/ 
12 to a point where a projection of the 
southeastern tines of 86.033/2/1 and 86.033/ 
2/14 intersects with the southwestern edge of 
86.033/1/12 (on the northeastern edge of 
North Front Street); thence proceeding 
southwest along the latter to the point of 
beginning. 

[FR Doc. 85-25160 Filed 10-21-65: 8:45 om| 

BILLIMQ COO€ 4310-70 M 


National Register of Historic Places; 
Notification of Pending Nominations 

Nominations for the following 
properties being considered for listing in 
the National Register were received by 
the National Park Service before 
October 12,1985. Pursuant to § 60.13 of 
38 CFR Part 00 written comments 
concerning the significance of these 
properties under the National Register 
criteria for evaluation may be forwarded 
to the National Register. National Park 
Service, U.S. Department of the Interior, 
Washington. DC 20243. Written 
comments should be submitted by 
November 6,1985. 

Caro) D. Shull. 

Chief of Registration. National Register. 

CALIFORNIA 
El Dorado County 

Plncerville. Hattie (Gold Bug). Priest P Silver 
Pino Mines and StampmUL 2501 Bedford 
Ave. 

Marin County 

Inverness vicinity. Point Reyes Lifehoot 
Rescue Station 1927, Drake’s Bay. Point 
Reyes National Seashore 

Orange County 

Santa Ana. Harmon McNeil House. 3 22 E. 
Chestnut St. 

COLORADO 

Pueblo County 

Pueblo. Barruiollar—Gann House. 1906 Court 
St. 

Pueblo. Block. Dr John A.. House Complex, 
102 W Pitkin Ave. 

Pueblo. Farris Hotel. 315 N. Union Ave. 


Pueblo. Fitch Block—Stockgrowers'Bank 
Building. 227 N. Santa Fe Ave. 

Pueblo. Montgomery Ward Building. 225 N. 
Main St. 

Pueblo. Rice, Ward. House. 1825 Grand Ave. 
Pueblo, Tooke—Nuckolls House. 38 Carlile 

FLORIDA 

Polk County 

Lakeland. South Lake Morion Historic 
District. Bounded by Lake Morton Dr. A 
Palmetto St., Ingraham Ave„ McDonald SL, 
lohnson Ave., Lake Hollingsworth Dr.. 
Balmar St. and Tennessee Ave. 

HAWAII 

Maul County 

liana vicinity. HonokaJani Village, liana 
Highway 

Wailuku, Halekii’Pthana Heiau. Hea PL. off 
Kuhio PL from Waiehu Bench Rd. 

LNDIANA 

Clay County 

Harmony, Cool Company Store, S. Harmony 
Rd. 

LOUISIANA 

East Baton Rouge Parish 

Baton Rouge, Main Street Historic District 
442—680 Main St. 

Terrebonne Parish 

Thibodaux vicinity. Dacron Plantation House , 

LA 20 

MASSACHUSETTS 
Hampshire County 

Northampton. Building at P—22 Craves 
Avenue, 8—22 Graves Ave. 

Worcester County 

Worcester, Richmond. Willard, Apartment 
Block (Worcester MR A}. 43 Austin St, 
Worcester, Russell (The) (Worcester MRA), 
49 Austin St. 

MINNESOTA 

St. Louis County 

Duluth, Dututh State Normal School Historic 
District, E. Fifth St. 

Traverse County 

Wheaton, Murphy . Frank. House. 801 
Broadway Ave. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

Belknap County 

Bnmstead, Foss. Oscar. Memorial Library, 
Main St. 

Grafton County 

Both, Brick Store. Main St. 

Enfield. Hewitt House, US 4 

Hillsborough County 

Manchester. Hoyt Shoe Factory , 477 Silver St. 
A 170 Lincoln St. 

Manchester. Kimball Blathers Shoe Factory, 
335 Cypress St. 

Merrimack County 

Concord. Millville School. 2 Fiske Rd. 


NEW JERSEY 

Bergen County 

New Milford, Demawst—Bloomer House. 147 
River Edge Ave. 

OKLAHOMA 

Garvin County 

Pauls Valley. Garvin County Courthouse 
(County Courthouses of Oklahoma TR). 
Courthouse Sq. ft Grant Ave. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Philadelphia County 

Philadelphia, Garden Court Historic District 
(Boundary Increase). 4526—4534 A 4537— 
4539 Osage Ave. 

TENNESSEE 

Bedford County 

Normandy. Normandy Historic District. 
Roughly bounded by Maple ft Poplar Sts., 
Tulluhoma Rd.. College St., ft Old 
Manchester Rd. 

Fayette County 

Macon vicinity, Mehane—Nuckolls House, 
Macon •Collierville Rd. 

Hawkins County 

Pressmen's Home. Pressmen's Home Historic 
District. TN 94 

Knox County 

Knoxville vicinity. Boyd—Harvey House, 

I larvcy Rd. 

Lincoln County 

Petersburg. Petersburg Historic District, 
Irregular pa Horn along High. Russell. 
College. Church, Railroad. Town, Water 
and Oak Sts. 

Marshall County 

Verona. Verona Methodist Episcopal Chun h 
South, Verona-Berlin Rd. 

Putnam County 

Cookeville. Cookeville Railrowf Depot. Broad 
ft Cedar Sts. 

Cookeville. Henderson Hall Dixie Ave. 
Tennessee Technological University 

Sullivan County 

Bristol Shelby Street Stotion Post Offue. 620 
Shelby St. 

Sumnor County 

Gallatin vicinity, Jameson, fames B. House. 
TN 25 

TEXAS 

Bexar County 

San Antonio. Havana (The), 1015 Navarre St. 

Harris County 

Houston. Cohn . Arthur B.. House. 1711 Rusk 
Ave. 

Willacy County 

Lyford. Old Lyford High School. High School 
Circle 
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VERMONT 
Addison County 

SUrksboru Village. Stark stum* Vitfogn 
Meeting House. VT116 
Sturksboro, South Sturksboro Fhends 
Meeting House and Cemetery. Dan Sargent 
Rd. 

VIRGINIA 
Bedford County 

IVrput vicinity. St Stephen's Episcopal! 
Church. VA 663 

Botetourt County 

Pincaatle vicinity. Wiloma. Off US 221> 

Culpeper County 

Culpeper* Greenwood. 1931 Omnge R<t 
I lunovor County 

Studlcy vicinity. Williamsvillc. Off VA 615 

L> nr hburg (Independent City) 

Warkwatcr Aquetlud (form* Hirer and 
Kanawha Cana / Sites in Lynchburg 
Virginia 77?/. Between Norfolk A Western 
Railroad Tracts & Chesapeake A Ohio 
Railroad tracts, crossing Black water Creek 
Upper Ihirtion of Lower Basin and Ninth 
Street Bridge (fames River and Kanawha 
Canal Sites in Lynchburg Virginia TR) 
Between Jeffemm St A James River. A 
between ltth St A swh St 
Waterworks Dam and James River Darn and 
Guard Locks (fames Rivet and Kanawha 
Canal Sites in Lynchburg Virginia 77?/. 
Griffin Foundry- Company at end of 
Daniel's Island 

Richmond (Independent City) 

Home For Needy Con federate Women. 301 N 
Sheppard St. 

Suffolk (Independent City) 

Building at 2J0 Bank Street. 216 Bank St 
Washington County’ 

Emory vicinity. Emory and Henry College. 

VA 009 

WISCONSIN 

Kenosha County 

Wehmhoff Mound (47-kn-15) 

|FR Doc. 85-25150 Filed 10-21-85; 8:45 am| 

Bn. LING CODE 4J10-70-M 


Intention To Extend a Concession 
Contract; Bryce-Zlon Trail Rides, Inc. 

Pursuant lo Ihe provisions of section 5 
of the Act of October 9.1965 (79 Stat. 
900; 16 U.S.C. 20), public notice is hereby 
Riven thal sixty (GO) days after the date 
of publication of this notice, the 
Department of Interior, through the 
Director of the National Park Service, 
proposes to extend a concession 
contract with Bryce-Zion Trail Rides. 
Inr... authorizing it to continue to provide 
suddle service, commercial guide, pack 
service and pack trips and services for 
the public at Bryce Canyon and Zion 
National Parks. Utah for a period of one 


(1) year from January 1,1986 through 
December 31.1986, pending execution of 
a new contract. 

This contract extension has been 
determined to be categorically excluded 
from the procedural provisions of the 
National Environmental Policy Act and 
no environmental document will be 
prepared. 

The foregoing concessioner has 
performed its obligations to the 
satisfaction of Ihe Secretary under an 
existing contract which expires by 
limitation of time on December 31.1985. 
and therefore, pursuant to the Act of 
October 9,1965. as cited above, is 
entitled to be given preference in the 
renewal of the contract and in the 
negotiation of a new contract as defined 
in 38 CFR 51.5. 

The Secretary will consider and 
evaluate all proposals received as a 
result of this notice. Any proposal, 
including that of the existing 
concessioner, must be postmarked or 
hand delivered on or before the sixtieth 
(00) day following publication of this 
notice to be considered and evaluated. 

Interested parties should contact the 
Regional Director. Rocky Mountain 
Region. 655 Parfet Street. Denver, 
Colorado. 80225, for information as to 
the requirements of the proposed 
contract. 

Dated: August 18.1985. 

Harold P. Dans. 

Acting Regional Director. Rocky Mountain 
Region. 

(FR Doc. 85-25157 Filed 10-21-85:8.45 «m) 

BILLING COOt OlO-TO-M 


INTERNATIONAL TRADE 
COMMISSION 

I Investigation No. 337-TA-212J 

Certain Convertible Rowing 
Exercisers; Commission Determination 
To Deny Petition for Reconsideration 

agency: International Trade 

Commission. 

action: Denial of petition for 
reconsideration. 

summary: The Commission has 
determined to deny complainants 
petition for reconsideration of an earlier 
determination, which denied motions to 
terminate the investigation as to five 
respondents on the ground that the 
motions were not in conformance with 
the Commission's rules. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Jack Simmons. Esq.. Office of the 
General Counsel, telephone 202-623- 
0493. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 

various dates, complainant Diversified 
Products, Inc., and each of five 
respondents moved to terminate the 
? investigation as to those respondents on 
the basis of consent order agreements 
and proposed consent orders. The 
presiding administrative law judge (AL]J 
issued an initial determination (ID) 
granting the motions. The Commission 
reversed the ID on the ground that the 
Commission investigative attorney was 
not a party to the motions nor in support 
of the motions as required by 
Commission rule S 211.20 (19 CFR 
211.20). 

On Sept. 12. 1985. complainant filed a 
petition for reconsideration. The 
Commission has determined to deny the 
petition for reconsideration on the 
ground that it do es not comply with rule 
S 210.60 (19 CFR 210.60) in that it raised 
no new question upon which the 
petitioner had no opportunity to submit 
arguments. The issues raised in the 
petition for reconsideration are among 
the issues addressed at length before the 
ALJ. 

Hearing impaired individuals ure 
advised that information on this matter 
can be obtained by contacting the 
Commission's TDD terminal on 202-523- 
0002. 

Issued: October 7.1985. 

By order of the Commission. 

Kenneth R Mason, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 85-25122 Filed 10-21-85; 8:45 mm] 

BILLING COOC 7070 - 0 ?-* 


(Investigation No. 337-TA-201) 

Certain Products With “Gremlin" 
Character Depictions; Commission 
Decision To Review and Reverse an 
Initttal Determination Amending the 
Complaint and Notice of Investigation 
To Add a Count of Common-Law 
Trademark Infringement 

agency: International Trade 
Commission. 

action: Review and reversal of an 
initital determination amending the 
complaint and notice of investigation to 
add a count of common-law trademark 
infringement. 


summary: The Commission has 
determined to review and reverse the 
administrative law judge's (ALJ's) initial 
determination |ID) (Order No. 12) in the 
above-captioned investigation granting 
the Commission investigative attorney's 
(IA*s) motion to amend the complaint 
and notice of investigation to add a 
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count of common-taw trademark 
infringement. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

William E. Perry, Esq.. Office of General 
Counsel, U.S. International Trade 
Commission. 701 E Street, N.W., 
Washington. D.C. 20430, telephone 202- 
523-0499. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On July 
25.1984, complainant Warner Bros.. Inc. 
(Warner), filed a complaint under 
section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 
U.S.C. 1337). On August 22.1984, the 
Commission instituted an investigation 
under section 337 to determine whether 
there are unfair methods of competition 
and unfair acts in the importation of 
certain “Gremlin" character depictions 
into the United States, or in their sale, 
by reason of alleged: (1) Infringement of 
U.S. Copyright Reg. No. VAu 54-951; (2) 
infringement of U.S. Copyright Reg. No. 
VAu 54-592; and (3) infringement of U.S. 
Copyright Reg. No. PAu 214-201. the 
effect or tendency of which is to destroy 
or substantially injure an industry, 
efficiently and economically operated, 
in the United States. 

On Janary 23.1985, the IA filed a 
motion requesting amendment of the 
complaint and notice of investigation to 
add a count of common-law trademark 
infringement. Complainant Warner 
opposed the motion. Before the 
presiding administrative taw judge (AI.|) 
could rule on the motion, the Court of 
Appeals for the Federal Circuit stayed 
the Commission's investigation. After 
the stay was lifted on July 15. 1985. the 
AL) on July 28,1985. issued an ID 
granting the LA's motion to amend the 
compliant and notice of investigation. 
The Commission received no petitions 
for review of the ID from any party to 
the investigation or comments from any 
government agency. 

On August 28.1985. the Commission 
determined to review and reverse the ID 
amending the complaint and notice of 
investigation to add a count of common- 
law trademark infringement. 

The authority for the Commission's 
action is contained in section 337 of the 
Tariff Act of 1930 and in Commission 
rules 210.55 and 210.56, 19 CFR 210.55 
and 210.56. 

Notice of this investigation was 
published in the Federal Register of 
August 30.1964 (49 FR 34422). 

Copies of the Commission's Action 
and Order and all other nonconfidential 
documents filed in connection with this 
investigation are available for 
inspection during official business hours 
(8 45 a.m. to 5:15 p.m.) in the Office of 


the Secretary. U.S. International Trade 
Commission. 701 E Street NW.. 
Washington. D.C. 20436. telephone 202- 
523-0161. 

homed: October 11,1965 
By order of the Commission. 

Kenneth R. Mawm. 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc. 65-25121 Filed 10-21-65:6:45 am) 

SILLING COOC 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

IVol. -54521 

Motor Carrier Applications to 
Consolidate, Merge or Acquire Control 
Under 49 U.S.C. 11343-11344 

The following applications seek 
approval to consolidate, purchase, 
merge, lease operating rights and 
properties, or acquire control of motor 
carriers pursuant to 49 U.S.C. 11343 or 
11344. Also, applications directly related 
to these motor finance applications 
(such as conversions, gateway 
eliminations, and securities issuances) 
may be involved. 

The applications are governed by 49 
CFR 1182.1. 

Persons wishing to oppose an 
application must follow the rules under 
49 CFR 1182.2. If the protest includes a 
request for oral hearing, the request 
shall meet the requirements of 49 CFR 
1182.3 and shall include the required 
certification Failure seasonably to 
oppose will be construed as a waiver of 
opposition and participation in the 
proceeding. 

In the absence of legally sufficient 
protests as to the finance application or 
to any application directly related 
thereto filed within 45 days of 

C ublication (or. if the application later 
ecomes unopposed), appropriate 
authority will be issued to each 
applicant (unless the application 
involves impediments) upon compliance 
with certain requirements which will be 
set forth in a notification of 
effectiveness of this decision-notice. 

Appiicant(s) must comply with all 
conditions set forth in the grant or 
grants of authority within the time 
period specified in the notice of 
effectiveness of this decision-notice, or 
the application of a non-complying 
applicant shall stand denied. 

Findings 

The findings for these applications arc 
set forth at 49 CFR 1182.6, 

MC-F-16712, filed September 12,1985. 
Commuter Bus Line, Inc. (Commuter) 


(1515 Jefferson Street, Hoboken. NJ 
07030)—Purchase (Portion)—Domenico 
Bus Serv ice, Inc. (Domenico) (71 New 
Hook Access Road. Bayonne. NJ 07002). 
Representative: Sidney J. Leshin, 325 
Fifth Avenue, New York. NY 10016. 
Commuter (MC—162133) seeks authority 
to purchase a portion of the operating 
authority of Domenico (MC-118848), 
specifically the regular route passenger 
authority contained in its Sub-No. 17 
certificate. This certificate authorizes 
the transportation of passengers and 
their baggage (1) between Perth Amboy. 
NJ. and New York, NY: From Perlh 
Amboy over Outerbridge Crossing to 
New York, and return over the same 
route; (2) between Bayonne. NJ, and 
New York. NY. serving all intermediate 
points: From Bayonne over Bayonne 
Bridge to New York, and return over the 
same route; and (3) between Staten 
Island. NY, and Keansburg. NJ. serving 
all intermediate points: From Staten 
Island over city streets via Perth 
Amboy. South Amboy. Morgan, 
Lawrence Harbor. Cliffwood Beach, 
Keyport. and Union Beach, NJ, to 
Keansburg. and return over the same 
route. The certificate also provides for 
incidental charter operations pursuant 
to the provision now codified at 49 
U.S.C. 10932(c) and describes an 
alternate route for operating 
convenience only, between Sayjeville, 
NJ. and Keyport, NJ. serving no 
intermediate points: From junction New 
Jersey I Ugh ways 35 and U.S. Highway 9 
in Sayreville over access roads to 
Garden Stale Parkway, then over 
Garden State Parkway to access roads 
in Raritan Township, NJ, then over 
access roads and connecting roads to 
junction New Jersey Highway 35 and 36 
in Keyport. and return uver the same 
route. Frank Tedesco and Josephine 
Tedesco control Commuter by reason of 
their ownership of all of its common 
slock In No. MG-P—15375, dated 
October 5.1983. they were authorized to 
continue in control of Academy Bus 
Tours. Inc.. Consolidated Bus Service, 
Inc., and New York—Keansburg—Long 
Beach Bus Co., Inc. (subsequently 
rennmed Academy Lines. Inc.), holding 
authority respectively in No. MC- 
165004. No MC-144124, and No. MC- 
106207. 

Dcadcd: October 10.1985. 

|amcs II. Brtvnn, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc. 65-25003 Filed 10-21-85; 8:45 ani| 

MLUMG COOC 7Wt «!-«• 
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I Finance Docket No. 307371 

The Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Co.; 
Trackage Rights Exemption; Seaboard 
System Railroad, Inc. 

Seaboard System Railroad, Inc., will 
agree to grant overhead trackage rights 
to The Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
Company between Hillsdale. IN and 
Danville, IL. The trackage rights will be 
effective upon the commencement date 
specified in the subject trackage rights 
agreement. 

This notice is filed under 49 CFR 
1180.2(d)(7). Petitions to revoke the 
exemption under 49 U.S.C. 10505(d) may 
be bled at any time. The filing of a 
petition to revoke will not stay the 
transaction. 

Decided: October 10.1985. 

By the Commission. Heber P. Hardy. 
Director. Office of Proceedings, 
fames H. Bayne. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 85-25094 Filed 10-21-85:8.45 am| 

BILLING COOC 703S-01-M 


(Docket No. AB-12 (Sub-No. 92] 

Southern Pacific Transportation Co.; 
Abandoment; Lassen County CA; 
Findings 

The Commission has found that the 
public convience and necessity permit 
the Southern Pacific Transportation 
Company to abandon its 22.65 mile line 
of railroad between Wendel (milepost 
359.50) and Susanville (milepost 382.15) 
in Lassen County. CA. 

A certificate will be issued 
authorizing this abandonment unless 
within 15 diays after this publication the 
Commission also finds that: (1) A 
financially responsible person has 
offered assistance (through subsidy or 
purchase) to enable the rail service to be 
continued; and (2) it is likely that the 
assistance would fully compensate the 
railroad. 

Any financial assistance offer must be 
filed with the Commission and the 
applicant no later than 10 days from 
publication of this Notice. The following 
notation shall be typed in bold face on 
the lower left-hand comer of the 
envelope containing the offer "Rail 
Section. AB-OFA." Any offer previously 
made must be remade within this 10-day 
period. 

Information and procedures regarding 
financial assistance for continuer) rail 


service are contained in 49 U.S.C. 10905 
and 49 CFR 1152.27. 
fumes II. Bayne. 

Secretary’* 

|FR Doc. 85-25096 Filed 10-21-85: 8:45 am) 

BILLING COOl 7t JS-01-M 


(Docket No. AB-10 (Sub-No. 33X)| 

Wabash Railroad Co. Abandonment 
and Norfolk and Western Railway Co., 
Discontinuance of Operations in 
Adams County. IL; Exemption 

agency: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

action: Notice of Exemption. 

summary: The Interstate Commerce 
Commission exempts from the 
requirements of 49 U.S.C. 10903, etseq., 
the discontinuance of operations and 
abandonment by, respectively. Norfolk 
and Western Railway Company and 
Wabash Railroad Company, of 
approximately 3.573 feet of main line 
and approximately 13,327 feet of side 
and other tracks at Quincy, Adams 
County. IL, subject to employee 
protective conditions. 

dates: This exemption will be effective 
on November 21.1985. Petitions to stay 
must be filed by November 6,1985, and 
petitions for reconsideration must be 
filed by November 18.1985. 

addresses; Send pleadings referring to 
Docket No. AB-10 (Sub-No. 33X) to; 

(1) Office of the Secretary, Case Control 
Branch, Interstate Commerce 
Commission. Washington, DC 20423; 

(2) Angelica D. Lloyd, 204 South 
Jefferson Street. Roanoke. VA 24042- 
0069. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Louis E. Citomer, (202) 275-7245. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Additional information is contained in 
the Commission’s decision. To purchase 
a copy of the full decision, write to T.S. 
InfoSystems, Inc., Room 2229, Interstate 
Commerce Commission Building, 
Washington. DC 20423, or call 289-4357 
(DC Metropolitan area) or toll free (800) 
424-5403. 

Decided: September 30, 1885. 

By the Commission. Chairman Taylor, Vice 
Chairman Gradison, Commissioners Slerrctl, 
Andre. Simmons. Lamholey. and Strenio. 

James II. Bayne. 

Secretary r. 

(FR Doc. 85-25085 Filed 10-21-85. 8:45 amj 

BILUNG COOC 70SS-01-M 


lOocket Nos. AB-72 (Sub-6); (AB-105 (Sub- 
No.6)| 

Sacramento Northern Railway— 
Abandonment and Discontinuance of 
Service—In Sutter and Butte Counties, 
CA and the Western Pacific Railroad 
Co.—Discontinuance of Service—in 
Sutter and Butte Counties, CA 

The Commission has found that the 
public convenience and necessity 
permit: (1) The abandonment by 
Sacramento Northern Railway of its 
lines of railroad between (a) milepost 
140.28 at or near Yuba City and milepost 
149.324 at Live Oak. and (b) between 
milepost 177.592 at Durham and 
milepost 185.76 at Chico. (2) the 
discontinuance of service by Western 
Pacific Railroad Company over the lines 
described above; and (3) the 
discontinuance of service by 
Sacramento Northern Railway and 
Western Pacific Railroad Company (a) 
between milepost 149.324 at Live Oak 
and milepost 177.592 at Durham, 
performed under a trackage rights 
agreement between Sacramento 
Northern Railway and the Southern 
Pacific Transportation Company and (b) 
between milepost 0.00 at Chico and 
milepost 2.68 at the Chico Municipal 
Airport, performed under a lease 
agreement between Sacramento 
Northern Railway and the Airport 
Commission of the City of Chico. The 
entire line known as the Chico Brunch, 
consists of a total distance of 48.16 miles 
in Sutter and Butte Counties. CA. 

A abandonment certificate will be 
issued authorizing this abandonment 
and discontinuance of service unless 
within 15 days after this publication the 
Commission also finds that: (1) A 
financially responsible person has 
offered financial assistance (through 
subsidy or purchase) to enable the rail 
service to be continued; and (2) it is 
likely that the assistance would fully 
compensate Ihe railroads. 

Any financial assistance offer must be 
filed with the Commission and the 
applicants no later than 10 days from 
publication of this Notice. The following 
notation shall be typed in bold face on 
the lower left-hand comer or the 
envelope containing the offer: "Rail 
Section. AB-OFA." Any offer previously 
made must be remade within this 10-day 
period. 

Information and procedures regarding 
financial assistance for continued rail 
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service are contained In 49 U.S.C. 10905 
and 49 CFR Part 1152. 
lames H. Bavno, 

Secretory. 

|KR Doc. 05-25242 Filed 10-21-05. 8 45 am] 

BILLING COOC nm-Ol-N 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Antitrust Division 

Software Productivity Consortium; 
Notification Filed Pursuant to the 
National Cooperative Research Act of 
1984 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to 
section 8(a) of National Cooperative 
Research Act of 1984, Pub. L No. 98-482 
(“the Act"), that the Software 
Productivity Consortium has Filed a 
written notification simultaneously with 
the Attorney Ceneral and the Federal 
Trade Commission disclosing (1) the 
identities of the parties to the venture 
and (2) the nature and objectives of the 
venture. The notification was filed for 
the purpose of invoking the Act’s 
provisions limiting the recovery of 
antitrust plaintiffs to actual damages 
under specified circumstances. Pursuant 
to section 6(b) of the Act. the identities 
of the parties to the Software 
Productivity Consortium and its general 
areas of planned activities are given 
below. 

The Software Productivity Consortium 
consists of the following firms: Allied 
Corporation; The Boeing Company; Ford 
Aerospace and Communications 
Corporation: Ceneral Dynamics 
Corporation: Grumman Aerospace 
Corporation: Lockheed Missiles A Space 
Company. Inc.; McDonnell Douglas 
Corporation: Northrop Corporation: 
TRW Inc.: United Technologies 
Corporation; and Vitro Corporation. The 
purpose of the current effort is to 
undertake research and developmental 
engineering in advanced technologies 
relating to productivity tools and 
techniques to be used in the 
development of complex computer 
software. 

|o*eph H. Widroar. 

Director of Operations, Antitrust Division. 

|FII Doc. 85-25109 Filed 10-21-85; 8:45 am| 

CULLING COOC 44 MM) 1-41 


Plough, Inc.; Notification FWed 
Pursuant to the National Cooperative 
Research Act of 1984—Deet Joint 
Research Venture 

Notice is hereby given pursuant to 
section 0(a) of the National Cooperative 
Research Act of 1984, Public Law No. 


98—182 (“the Act"), that Plough. Inc. has 
filed u written notification 
simultaneously with the Attorney 
General and the Federal Trade 
Commission disclosing: (1) The 
identities of the parties to the Deet |oint 
Research Venture and (2) the nature and 
objectives of the Deet Joint Research 
Venture. The notification was filed for 
Ihe purpose of invoking the Act s 
provisions limiting the recovery of 
antitrust plaintiffs to actual damages 
under specified circumstances. Pursuant 
to Section 8(b) of the Act. the identities 
of the parties to the Deet Joint Research 
Venture and its general areas of planned 
activities are provided below. 

The parties to the Deet Joint Research 
Venture are as follows: 

Airosol Company. Inc.; 

Bayer AG; 

Chemfcal Specialities Manufacturers 
Association. Inc.; 

Fuller Brush Company; 

Lehn A Fink Products Group. Sterling 
Drug, Inc.; 

McLaughlin Cormley King Company: 
Miles laboratories, Inc.; 

Mohawk Laboratories, Inc.: 

Morflex Chemical Company, Inc,; 
Mowatt Sporting Goods; 

"Ole Time" Woodsman, Division Pete 
Rickard. Inc.; 

Plough, Inc.; 

S.C. Johnson and Son. Inc.; 

Speer Products. Inc.; 

Virginia Chemicals Inc., a subsidiary of 
Celanese Corp.; 

Wisconsin Pharmacal, a division of 
Badger Pharmacal, Inc. 

The objective of the Deet Joint 
Research Venture is to sponsor and 
conduct research on the pesticide 
ingredient N. N-Diethyl-metatoluamlde 
and related isomers (more commonly 
referred to as “DEET ) and to submit the 
results of the research to the United 
States Environmental Protection Agency 
("EPA") in connection with EPA's 
amendment to the DEET Pesticide 
Registration Standard. This research on 
DEET, which is the active ingredient in 
certain commercially-available insert 
repellent products, will be conducted 
pursuant to the Notice and the Amended 
Notice issued by the EPA on December 
22,1980 and March 12,1985. 
respectively. 

Joseph H. Widmar, 

Director of Operations, A ntit rust Di vision. 

|FR Doc 85-25191 Filed 10-21-85:8:45 am| 

BILLING COOC 4410-01 M 


Alexander & Baldwin, Ltd., et al.; 
Proposed Termination of Final 
Judgment 

Notice is hereby given that Alexander 
A Baldwin, Inc. (formerly Alexander A 
Baldwin. Ltd) (AABJ. C. Brewer and 
Company. Ltd (Brewer), Amfac, Inc. 
(formerly American Factors Lid.) 
(Amfac), and Matson Navigation 
Company. Inc. (successor to Matson 
Navigation Company) (Matson] (moving 
defendants) have filed with the United 
States District Court for the District of 
Hawaii a motion to terminate the final 
judgment in United States v. Alexander 

Baldwin, Ltd., et al.. Civil No. 2235; 
and the Department of Justice 
(“Department"), in a stipulation also 
filed with the Court, has consented to 
termination of the judgment, but has 
reserved the right to withdraw its 
consent for at least seventy (70) days 
after the publication of this notice. The 
complaint in the case, filed on January 
20.1904. alleged that the above-named 
defendants, as well as defendant Castle 
A Cooke. Inc. (CAC). had substantially 
lessened and restrained actual and 
potential competition. The judgment, 
entered on August 17,1964. enjoins: (1) 
CAC. Brewer and Amfac from holding or 
acquiring any assets or stock of Matson; 
(2) A&B from selling any Matson stock 
to CAC, Brewer, Amfac. Theo. H. Davies 
A Co.. Ltd. (Davies), the California and 
Hawaiian Sugar Company (formerly 
California and Hawaiian Sugar Refining 
Corporation) (C and H), any shipping 
line calling regularly at Hawaiian ports 
and any corporation regularly engaged 
in shipping pineapple from Hawaiian 
ports: (3) interlocking directors, officers 
or executive employees be prohibited (a) 
between CAC. Amfac, Brewer or their 
subsidiaries on the one hand and 
Matson or Davies on the other, (b) 
between Matson on the one hand and C 
and H. Davies, any American shipping 
tine calling regularly at Hawaiian ports 
or any of their subsidiaries on the other, 
(c) among AAB. CAC. Amfac and Brewer 
and (d) between AAB and Davies; and 
(4) AAB from discussing with CAC 
Brewer, Amfac or Davies which ocean 
carrier shall be used by C&C, Brewer, 
Amfac or Davies for their shipments or 
products or goods from or to the 
Hawaiian Islands. 

The Department has filed with the 
Court a memorandum setting forth the 
reasons why Ihe Department believes 
that termination of the judgment would 
serve the public interest. Copies of the 
complaint and final judgment, moving 
defendants' motion papers, the 
stipulation containing the government s 
consent, the Department's memorandum 
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and all further papers tiled with the 
Court in connection with this motion 
will be available for inspection at the 
Legal Procedure Unit of the Antitrust 
Division. Room 7233. Department of 
justice. Tenth Street and Pennsylvania 
Avenue. NW., Washington. D.C. 20530 
(telephone: 202/633-2481), and at the 
Office of the Clerk of the United States 
District Court for the District of Hawaii. 
U.S. Courthouse, 300 Ala Moana 
Boulevard. Room C-304. Honolulu. 

1 lawaii 96850. Copies of any of these 
materials may be obtained from the 
Legal Procedure Unit upon request and 
payment of the copying fee set by 
Department of justice regulations. 

Interested persons may submit 
comments regarding the proposed 
termination of the decree to the 
Department. Such comments must be 
received within sixty days, and will be 
filed with the Court. Comments should 
be addressed to Elliott M. Seiden. Chief. 
Transportation Section. Antitrust 
Division. Department of justice, P.O. 

Box 481, Washington, D.C. 20944 
(telephone: (202) 724-6349). 
joseph H. Widnuif, 

Director of Operations , .Antitrust Division 
[FR Doc 85-25190 Filed 10-21-85: 8:45 am) 

e tUNO COOt 4410-41-41 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

The Steering Subcommittee of the 
Labor Advisory Committee for Trade 
Negotiations and Trade Policy Meeting 

Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 

L 92-463 as amended), notice is hereby 
given of a meeting of the Steering 
Subcommittee of the Labor Advisory 
Committee for Trade Negotiations and 
Trade Policy. 

Date, time and place: November 12. 
1985, 9:30 a.m., Rm. S4215 A&B Frances 
Perkins. Department of Labor Building, 
200 Constitution Avenue. NW.. 
Washington. D.C. 

Purpose: To discuss trade negotiations 
and trade policy of the United States. 

This meeting will be closed under the 
authority of section 10(d) of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act. The 
Committee will hear and discuss 
sensitve and confidential matters 
concerning U.S. trade negotiations and 
trade policy. . 

For further information, contact: 
Fernand Lavallee. Executive Secretary, 


Labor Advisory Committee. Phone: (202) 
523-6565. 

Signed at Washington. D.C. this 10th day 
of October. 

Robert W. Soarby. 

Deputy Undersecretary. International 
Affairs. 

|FR Doc. 85-25169 Filed 10-21-85: B:45 am) 
Bilu*G COOC 4$i4-2t-M 


Office of the Secretary 

Negotiated Rulemaking Advisory 
Committee on 4,4'-MethytenedianiHne 
(MDA); Establishment 

In accordance with the provisions of 
the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
(FACA), as amended (5 U.S.C. App. I), 
and after consultation with the General 
Services Administration (CSA), I have 
determined that the establishment of the 
Negotiated Rulemaking Advisory 
Committee on MDA is in the public 
interest in connection with the 
performance of duties imposed on the 
Department by the Occupational Safety 
and Health Act (OSH Act) (84 Stat. 1590, 
29 U.S.C. 651 et seq.). 

The Committee will advise the 
Secretary of Labor regarding the 
building of consensus by affected 
interests on issues associated with a 
proposed OSHA standard on MDA. 

llie Committee will consist of 15 
members and proportionately include 
representatives of the following affected 
interests: manufacturers of MDA; 
primary users of MDA: secondary users 
of MDA; trade associations: labor 
organizations: public interest/consumer 
groups; state and/or local officials; and 
Federal safety and health officials. 

The Committee will function solely as 
an advisory body and in compliance 
with the provisions of FACA. 
Accordingly, its charter will be filed 15 
days from the date of this notice. 

Interested persons who may wish to 
file comments or nominations for 
participation on the Committee are 
referred to a more lengthy notice 
published elsewhere in the notices 
section of today's Federal Register. This 
notice, published by OSHA. is entitled. 
“Notice of Intent to Form Negotiated 
Rulemaking Advisory' Committee to 
Develop A Proposed Rule; Request for 
Representation." It discusses the 
substantive and procedural aspects of 
this Committee in greater detail 
including information regarding public 
participation. 


Signed a! Washington. D.C. this 10th day 
of October 1985. 

William E. Brock. 

Secretary of labor. 

[FR Doc 65-25160 Filed 10-21-85; 8 45 am) 

BILLING COOC 4SI0-»-M 


Employment and Training 
Administration 

Investigations Regarding 
Certifications of Eligibility To Apply for 
Worker Adjustment Assistance; 
Advanced Hemstitching et. at. 

Petitions have been filed with the 
Secretary of Labor under section 221 (a) 
of the Trade Ac* of 1974 (“the Act ’) and 
are identified in the Appendix to this 
notice. Upon receipt of these petitions, 
the Director of the Office of Trade 
Adjustment Assistance, Employment 
and Training Administration, has 
instituted investigations pursuant to 
section 221 (a) of the Act. 

The purpose of each of the 
investigations is to determine whether 
the workers are eligibile to apply for 
adjustment assistance under Title U. 
Chapter 2. of file Act. The investigations 
will further relate, as appropriate, to the 
determination of the date on which total 
or partial separations began or 
threatened to begin and the subdivision 
of the firm involved. 

The petitioners or any other persons 
showing a substantial interest in the 
subject matter of the investigations may 
request a public hearing, provided such 
request is filed in writing with the 
Director. Office of the Trade Adjustment 
Assistance, at the address shown below, 
not later than November 1. 1985. 

Interested persons are invited to 
submit written comments regarding the 
subject matter of the investigations to 
the Director. Office of Trade Adjustment 
Assistance, at the address shown below, 
not later thaiTNovombcr 1.1985. 

lire petitions filed in this case are 
available for inspection at the Office of 
the Director, Office of Trade Adjustment 
Assistance. Employment and Training 
Administration. U.S. Department of 
I-abor. 601 D Street. NW.. Washington, 
DC 20213. 

Signed at Washington. DC. this 15 th day of 
October 1985. 

Marvin M. Fooks. 

Director. Office of Trade Adjustment 
Assistance. 
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Determinations Regarding Eligibility to 
Apply for Worker Ad|ustment 
Assistance; Great Western Sugar Co, 
et. al. 

In Accordance wilh section 223 of the 
Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2273) the 
Department of Labor herein presents 
summaries of determinations regarding 
eligibility to apply for adjustment 
assistance issued during the period 
October 7.1905-October 11.1985. 

In order for an affirmative 
determination to be made and a 
certification of eligibility to apply for 
adjustment assistance to be issued, each 
of the group eligibility requirements of 
section 222 of the Act must be met. 

(1) That a significant number or 
proportion of the workers in the 
workers’ firm, or an appropriate 
subdivision thereof, have become totally 
ur partially separated. 

(2) That sales or production, of both, 
of Ihe firm or subdivision have 
decreased absolutely, and 

(3) That increases of imports of 
articles like or directly competitive with 
articles produced by the firm or 
appropriate subdivision have 
contributed importantly to the 
separations, or threat thereof, and to the 
absolute decline in sales or production. 

Negative Determinations 

In each of the following cases the 
investigation revealed that criterion (3) 
has not been met. A survey of customers 
indicated that increased imports did not 
contribute importantly to worker 
separations at the firm. 


TA-W-16.061; Great Western Sugar Co.. 
Loveland\ CO 

TA-W-16,062: Great Western Sugar Co., 
Denver, CO 

TA- W~16.105: Great Western Sugar Co., 
Fort Morgan, CO 

TA-W-16,129; Great Western Sugar Co., 
Sterling, CO 

TA-W-J6.150; Great Western Sugar Co., 
Good/andKS 

TA-W-16,194: Great Western Sugar Co., 
Greeley, CO 

TA- W-16,215: Great Western Sugar Co., 
Boynard, NE 

TA-W-J6J216; Great Western Sugar Co* 
Ovid, CO 

TA-W-16A24; Croat Western Sugar Co., 
Billings, MT 

In the following cases the 

investigation revealed that criterion (3) 

has not been met for the reasons 

specified 

TA-W-16.029; Butler County Mushroom 
Farm, Inc., CaboL PA 
Aggregate U.S. imports of fresh 
mushrooms are negligible. 

TA - W-16.030: Butler County Mushroom 
Farm, Inc., Worthington, PA 
Aggregate U.S. imports of fresh 
mushrooms are negligible. 

TA-W-16.156: Anaconda Minerals Co.. 
Nevada Moly Operations, Tonapah, 
NV 

Aggregate U.S. imports of 
molybdenum compounds did not 
increase as required for 
certification. 

Affirmative Determinations 

TA-W-16,073: LTV Steel Co., Aliquippa 
Works, Aliquippa, PA 
A certification was issued covering all 
workers of the firm engaged in the 
production of tin mill products and 
structural shaps separated on or 


after May 31.1984. For all other 
workers of the firm except those 
producing hot rolled bars, a 
certification was issued covering all 
workers separated on or after 
March 23.1985. 

TA-W-16A6Q; Peerless Audio 

Manufacturing Corp., Leominster, 
MA 

A certification was issued covering all 
workers of the firm separated on or 
after December 1.1984. 

TA-W-16,176: Martin Shirt Co., Inc., 
Shenandoah, PA 

A certification was issued covering ail 
workers of the firm separated on or 
after June 20.1984. 

TA- W-16,031: Damsel Manufacturing 
Co., Inc., West Hazleton. PA 

A certification was issued covering al) 
workers of the firm separated on or 
after December 1,1984. 

TA-W-16.088: Louisianna-Pacific Corp., 
Seaway Div., Mohawk, MI 

A certification was issued covering all 
workers of the firm separated on or 
after September 1.1984. 

TA-W-16,076: Soule Steel Co., Carson, 
CA 

A certification was issued covering all 
workers of the firm separated on or 
after May 31,1984. 

TA-W-16.051: Thomson Co., Parsons , 
77V 

A certification was issued covering all 
workers of the firm separated on or 
after January 1,1985. 

TA-W-16,052: Thomson Co., Lexington. 
TN 

A certification was issued covering all 
workers of the firm separated on or 
after January 1,1985. 

TA-W-16,153: Thomson Co., Eloy, AZ 

A certification was issued covering all 
workers of the firm separated on or 
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after January 1« 1965. 

I hereby certify that the 
aforementioned determinations were 
issued during the period October 7, 
1985-October 11,1985. Copies of these 
determinations arc available for 
inspection in Room 6434, U S. 
Department of Labor. 601 D Street. NW., 
Washington. DC during normal business 
hours or will be mailed to persons who 
write to the above address. 

Dated: October 15.1905. 

Marvin M. Funks, 

Director, Office of Trade Adjustment 
Assistance. 

|FR Doc. 85-25164 Filed 10-21-05; 8.45 ansj 
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Affirmative Determination Regarding 
Application tor Reconsideration; 
Philips ECG. Inc^ Seneca Falls, NY 

The United Steelworkers after being 
granted a filing extension, requested 
administrative reconsideration of the 
Department of Labor's Negative 
Determination Regarding Eligibility to 
Apply for Workers Adjustment 
Assistance on behalf of workers and 
former workers of Philips ECG. Inc.. 
Seneca Falls, New York. The 
determination was published in the 
Federal Register on July 23,1965 (50 FR 
30032). 

The application claims that Philips 
ECC's parent company will import by 
the end of this over half of its 1985 
orders for 13 inch picture tubes for 
television sets. 

Conclusion 

After careful review of the 
application. 1 conclude that the claim Is 
of sufficient weight to justify 
reconsideration of the Department of 
Labor's prior decision. The application 
is therefore granted. 

Signed at Washington. DC. this October 10. 
198S. 

Robert O. Deslongchsmps, 

Director. Office of Legislation and Actuarial 
Services. UJS. 

|FR Doc 85-25165 Filed 10-21-65; 8:45 am) 
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Job Training Partnership Act: Migrant 
and Seasonal Farmworker Programs; 
Availability of Report 

agency: Employment and Training 
Administration, Labor. 

action: Notice of the availability of the 
Report of The Department of Labor's 


VoL 50, No. 204 / Tuesday. October 22, 1985 / Notices 42789 


Interagency Task Force on Farmworker 
Population Data; request for comments. 

summary: The Employment and 
Training Administration (ETA) is 
announcing the availability of the 
Interagency Task Force Report on 
Farmworker Population Data and is 
requesting comments. The Report is 
being reviewed by the Department of 
Labor to assist in determining what 
refinements or improvements, if any. 
should be considered in the currrent 
formula far allocating Job Training 
Partnership Act (JTPA) migrant and 
seasonal farmworker program funds. 
date: Written comments on this Notice 
and the Report are invited from the 
public. Copies of the Report are 
available upon request. Requests for 
copies should be submitted in writing no 
later than November 21,1985. Written 
comments must be received on or before 
December 8.1985. 

address: Requests for copies of the 
Report should be submitted to: Leonard 
Gilman. Office of Special Targeted 
Programs, ETA. U.S. Department of 
Labor, Room 6122, Patrick Henry 
Building, 6W D Street, NW., 

Washington, DC 20213. Send written 
comments to: Paul A. Mayrand. Director, 
Office of Special Targeted Programs, 
ETA. U.S. Department of Labor, Room 
6122, Patrick Henry Building, 601 D 
Street. NW., Washington, DC 20213. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Charles C. Kane. Chief. Division of 
Seasonal Farmworker Programs. 
Telephone: (202} 376-1226. 
supplementary information: Section 
162(a) of the Job Training Partnership 
Act (JTPA) requires that "All allotments 
and allocations under this Act shall be 
based on the latest available data and 
estimates satisfactory to the Secretary. 
All data relating to economically 
disadvantaged and low income persons 
shall be based on 1980 Census or later 
data." 

To assist in determining whether 
refincmenls or improvements should be 
considered for the current data base, the 
Department of Labor formed an 
Interagency Task Force In November of 
1983 to study relevant farmworker data 
questions and submit a report to the 
Department The Report is the result of 
that effort The next cycle for the 
allocation of ]TPA section 402 funds will 
occur in Fiscal Year I960 for JTPA 
Program Year 1986. which begins on July 
1.1986. The Report provides an 
overview of the historical background 
on data bases and allocation formulas 
used in previous years and examines 
participant eligibility as defined by 
legislation and regulations pursuant 


thereto. The Report identifies several 
issues related to the allocation formula 
methodology. These issues involve 
selection of the data base, income 
criterion, farm industries or occupations 
included in the data base, and the 
inclusion of dependents in the data 
base. The Report discusses various 
options related to these issues. The 
issues addressed in the Report are as 
follows: 

1. Selection of the appropriate data 

base. 

2. Inclusion or exclusion of farm 
operators, farm managers, and 
farmworker supervisors in or from the 
data base. 

3. Use of Standard Occupational 
codes (SOC) or Standard Industrial 
Codes (SIC). 

4. Use of Lower Level Standard 
Income Levels (LLS1L) versus 
Department of Health and Human 
Services (HHS) poverty index os the 
total income criterion. 

5. Inclusion or exclusion of 
dependents in or from the data base. 

Signed at Washington, DC. thts October 1ft, 
1985. 

Paul A. Mayrand. 

Director. Office of Special Targeted 
Programs. 

(FR Doc. 85-25108 Filed 10-21-85; 8*45 atn| 
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Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration 

(Docket No. H-040J 

Occupational Exposure to 4, 4'- 
Methylenedisnlftne (MDA) 

agency: Occupational Safety and 
Health Administration (OSHA). Labor. 

action: Notice of Intent To Form 
Negotiated Rulemaking Advisory 
Committee To Develop A Proposed 
Rule: Request for Representation. 


summary: OSHA announces its intent to 
establish an MDA Negotiated 
Rulemaking Advisory Committee (the 
"Committee") under the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act (FACA) and 
section 7(b) of the Occupational Safety 
and Health Act (OSH Act) to negotiate 
issues associated with the development 
of a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking on 
MDA. The Committee will include 
representatives of the parties interested 
in. or affected by. the outcome of the 
proposed rule OSHA also solicits 
interested parties to submit their 
nominations for membership or requests 
for representation on the Committee. 
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date: OSHA must receive written 
comments and requests for membership 
or representation by November 21.1985. 

address: All written comments directed 
to OSHA Docket No. H-040 should be 
sent, in triplicate, to the following 
address: Docket Office. Rm N-3663, 200 
Constitution Ave. NW., Washington. 
D.C.. 20210; Telephone (202) 523-7894. 

Requests for membership or 
representation on the Committee should 
be sent to Clarence Page, OSHA 
Division of Consumer Affairs. Rm. N- 
3662, 200 Constitution Ave. NW„ 
Washington. D.C. 20210; Telephone: 

(202)523-8024. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. James F. Foster, OSHA, U.S. 
Department of Labor. Office of Public 
Affairs, Room N-3641, 200 Constitution 
Avenue. NW.. Washington. D.C.. 20210: 
Telephone: (202) 523-8151. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

1. Background 

OSHA announced its intention to 
regulate workplace exposures to the 
MDA in an Advance Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking (ANPR) (48 FR 42836; 
September 20.1983). This effort was 
undertaken jointly by the Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) and OSHA. 

The comments and information received 
in response to the EPA ANPR were 
submitted to EPA Docket No. OPTS- 
64000A. All relevant materials from this 
docket are now a part of the OSHA 
Docket (H-040). OSHA has unalyzed the 
material submitted in response to the 
ANPR. including the risk assessment 
performed by EPA and the technological 
and economic feasibility documents. As 
a result of this analysis, the Agency has 
preliminarily determined that a 
significant risk is associated with 
worker exposure to MDA. This 
determination is consistent with the 
evaluation of risk estimates by EPA. As 
a result of these preliminary 
assessments, the Agency has targeted 
MDA for rulemaking. In the fall of 1984, 
OSHA indicated that negotiated 
rulemaking would be used to assist in 
the development of a proposed rule for 
MDA. 

In preparation for developing a rule 
for MDA. OSHA has initiated 
rulemaking activities which include the 
development of a risk assessment, a 
technological and economic feasibility 
analysis, a health effects summary, and 
a summary of the components needed in 
a proposed standard. This material is 
being generated for use by the 
Committee, although OSHA will also be 
relying on this information for 
rulemaking activities. 


On July 5.1985. EPA published a 
Federal Register notice, in accordance 
with EPA’s section 9 TSCA provisions 
(50 FR 27674) which described the risks 
of MDA and requested that OSHA 
respond to EPA within 180 days of the 
publication of this notice. Under section 
9(a)(1) of the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) provisions. EPA is 
prohibited from taking any regulatory 
action pending a response to the report 
from the other Federal Agency (OSHA. 
in this case). OSHA may take one of five 
possible actions: (1) Issue an "order" 
within the EPA deadline stating that the 
activities EPA has described do not 
present the "unreasonable risk" EPA 
has attributed to them; (2) "initiate" 
within 90 days of its response to EPA 
action to "protect against" the risk 
identified by EPA; (3) determine that its 
law does not authorize action to prevent 
or reduce the unreasonable risk to a 
sufficient extent; (4) explicitly defer to 
EPA despite the existence of adequate 
authority on its part, presumably on the 
ground that action by EPA is preferable 
on practical or public policy grounds; (5) 
do nothing, in which case EPA, once the 
deadline has expired, remains free to act 
ns before (50 FR 27676). 

OSHA has begun to prepare a formal 
response to EPA’s Federal Register 
notice and expects to publish its 
decision within the 180 days requested 
by EPA. OSHA also intends to offer 
negotiated rulemaking as one of the 
regulatory* options which the Agency is 
pursuing. 

This notice announces OSHA's intent 
to use negotiated rulemaking to develop 
a proposed MDA rule. This notice also 
sets forth the basic concepts of 
negotiated rulemaking and outlines the 
participant selection criteria which 
OSHA expects to use. This notice 
allows 30 days for interested parties to 
request appointment to the Committee. 

If a sufficient number of individuals do 
not express a desire to participate in 
negotiated rulemaking activities or if the 
Mediator believes that the parties 
expressing interest do not adequately 
represent the issues herein described. 
OSHA will set aside the negotiated 
rulemaking approach and continue w ith 
traditional rulemaking activities. 

A. The Concept of Negotiated 
Rulemaking. The Administrative 
Conference of the United States (ACUS). 
in its recent Recommendation 82-4 
addressing problems associated with 
traditional rulemaking, noted: 

Experience indicates that if the parties in 
interest were to work together to negotiate 
the text of a proposed rule, they might be 
able in some circumstances to identify the 
major issues, gauge their importance to the 
respective parties, identify the information 


and data necessary to resolve the issues, and 
develop a rule that is acceptable to the 
respective interests, all within the contours of 
the substuntive statute. (47 FR 30706. June 18. 
1962; 1 CFR 305 82-4). 

OSHA notes that other regulatory 
agencies, such as the Federal Aviation 
Administration and EPA, have made 
effective use of negotiated rulemaking. 
OSHA is announcing its intent to begin 
this "Negotiated Rulemaking" project to 
explore the extent to which negotiations 
among interested parties could serve as 
a useful supplement to it9 current 
rulemaking process. 

OSHA is optimistic that this process 
can result in the development of sound 
workplace regulation by using all 
parties* resources more productively and 
by fostering cooperation among the 
affected parties. The Agency has 
requested the assistance of the Federal 
Mediaticn and Conciliation Service 
(FMCS) to guide in this consensus 
building effort. 

In selecting MDA as a potential 
substance for negotiated rulemaking, 
OSHA considered the criteria used by 
other regulatory agencies, which 
recommend that a subject should have 
certain characteristics to be a candidate 
for regulatory negotiation (See 49 FR 
17576.17579; April 24,1984). Specifically, 
the ideal candidate must: 

• Be at the pre-proposal stage of 
development; 

• Have a relatively small number of 
identifiable parties representing the 
interests of all affected parties who will 
negotiate in good faith; 

• Present specific issues for which 
sufficient information/technology, etc., 
is at hand for resolution; and 

• Have a time factor which lends 
some urgency to the issuance of the 
proposed regulation. 

Having carefully evaluated the 
suggested candidates in light of these 
selection criteria, the Agency has 
chosen MDA as an item suitable for 
negotiation. 

Further, unless it is inconsistent with 
our statutory requirements or is 
otherwise unjustified, OSHA plans to 
use the consensus reached through the 
negotiation process as the basis for its 
NPRM for MDA. 

While the Committee’s work product 
will likely serve as the basis for a 
proposed rule, it will not negate the 
need for adherence to traditional 
rulemaking procedures. This negotiated 
rulemaking procedure is supplemental to 
the normal section 6(b) rulemaking 
procedures specified in the OSH Act 
and is intended to aid OSHA in 
developing a proposed standard for 
occupational exposure to MDA. 
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Following publication in the Federal 
Register, interested parties will retain 
their rights of notice and comment, 
participation* in an informal hearing (if 
requested), and judicial review. OSHA 
anticipates, however, that the pre¬ 
proposal consensus built by this 
Committee will effectively narrow the 
issues in the subsequent rulemaking to 
only those which truly remain in 
controversy. 

B. Reasons for Selecting MDA as a 
Candidate for Negotiated Rulemaking. 
MDA has been identified by the 
National Toxicology Program (NTP) as 
an animal carcinogen. Animal studies, 
epidemiological evidence, structure- 
activity relationships, and mutagenicity 
studies all indicate that MDA is a 
potential human carcinogen. Several 
thousand workers may be at risk due to 
dermal and respiratory exposure to 
MDA in the workplace. 

MDA is manufactured and converted 
to methylene diphenyl diisocyanate 
(MDI) in a liquid state in an enclosed 
system. Little or no dermal exposure is 
expected in this instance, although 
respiratory exposure occurs through 
inhalation of vapor. When MDA is used 
to moke other products, the chemical is 
handled in dry form. In these work 
settings, dermal exposure is of principal 
concern although respiratory exposure 
may occur through inhalation of MDA 
dust. OSHA has promulgated no 
regulation which sets a permissible 
exposure limit for MDA. 

OSHA believes that MDA meets the 
selection criteria for negotiated 
rulemaking for the following reasons. It 
is at the pre-proposal phase of 
development; affected interests are 
limited in number and readily 
identifiable; it is likely that parlies 
involved would negotiate this item in 
8uod faith; and sufficient information is 
available to resolve the key issues. 

C. Negotiating Consensus. OSHA 
wishes to stress that it approaches this 
negotiated rulemaking project as a 
consensus-building effort. In enacting 
the OSH Act of 1970, Congress stated: 

The Secretary, in promulgating standards 
dealing with toxic materials or harmful 
physical agents . . „ shall set the standard 
which most adequately assures, to the extent 
feasible, on the basis of the best available 
evidence, that no employee will suffer 
material impairment of health or functional 
capacity. . . . (section 6(b)(5). 29 U.S.C. 655. 
84 Stat. 1594) 

OSHA believes that a standard can be 
promulgated which is consistent with 
the duties imposed by the OSH Act and 
which reflects the consensus views of 
affected interests. By bringing together, 
at the earliest point in the development 
of a standard, representatives of 


affected interests who will participate 
collaboratively in collecting data, 
analyzing issues and drafting regulatory 
language. OSHA expects to produce a 
valid, effective standard without undue 
delay. 

As noted above, OSHA is confident 
that consensus Is attainable. OSHA will 
provide the Committee with background 
material covering information which is 
already in the MDA docket and with 
typical requirements for OSHA health 
standards. The participants—including 
OSHA—will consider the health risks 
associated with specific exposure levels, 
the technological and economic 
feasibility considerations associated 
with specific control measures, and 
other related issues. Guided by an 
experienced Mediator from the FMCS, 
the participants will work to resolve 
issues, rank priorities and identify 
acceptable solutions. Committee 
meetings would be conducted in 
accordance with FACA, as amended (5 
U.S.C. App. I), which provides for open 
meetings, filing of written statements by 
Interested persons before or after 
meetings, presentation of oral 
statements where time permits, and 
retention of meeting records. 

Ultimately, OSHA anticipates that, 
through the consensus-building process, 
the Committee would produce the 
regulatory text and supporting rationale 
for a proposed standard for 
occupational exposoure to MDA. 

D. Some Key Issues for Negotiation . 
OSHA expects that key issues to be 
addressed as part of these negotiations 
will include: 

1. Scope and Application of the 
Standard. Should a regulation be 
established for both primary and 
secondary users of MDA? Shoutd 
different provisions be set for those 
denmally exposed from those exposed 
through inhalation? Are suitable 
substitutes available for MDA? 

2. Definitions. What, if any. definitions 
would be necessary for establishing a 
regulation for MDA? For example, 
should a definition of MDA include its 
salts? 

3. Permissible Exposure Limits. Should 
exposure limits be established for both 
inhalation and dermal exposure? What 
exposure levels present a significant 
occupational cancer risk? What 
exposure levels result in hepatic or 
cardiac disorders? What PEL should be 
set by the standard? Are action levels 
necessary? Are ceiling limits 
appropriate? 

4. Exposure Monitoring. Are there 
adequate methods for monitoring 
airborne concentrations of MDA? Are 
the sampling procedures now available 
accurate and readily useable? Are the 


monitoring results representative of the 
total employee exposure? Do they take 
into consideration dermal exposure? 
With what frequency should additional 
monitoring be done? Should biological 
monitoring be done? When is it not 
necessary to monitor? 

6. Compliance Program. What 
compliance melhod(s) should be used to 
control employee exposure? Shoutd a 
work practice program be established? 
Should shower provisions be included? 
Are rigid hygiene practices necessary? 
Should regulated areas be established, 
with only authorized personnel 
admitted? 

7. Respiratory Protection. Is the use of 
respirators needed? What type? At what 
point should respirators be donned? 
What are the limitations of use? What 
effectiveness can be expected? 

8. Protective Clothing. What type of 
protective clothing should be worn when 
handling MDA? What procedures should 
be used in disposing of the MDA 
contaminated clothing? Are there glove 
types which are impervious to MDA? 
How frequently should protective 
clothing be changed? 

9. Emergency Situations. What defines 
an emergency situation with respect to 
MDA exposure? What procedures 
should be followed when an emergency 
situation occurs? 

10. Medical Surveillance. Is medical 
surveillance necessary? Which 
employees should be covered by the 
medical surveillance provisions? Who 
should perform the necessary 
examinations? What types of 
examinations or testing are necessary 
for employees exposed to MDA? Is 
urinary cytology appropriate? How 
frequently should medical examinations 
be given? 

11. Information and Training. What 
training program should be provided for 
worker exposed to MDA? What 
information should be conveyed to 
workers to enable them to protect 
themselves? 

12. Feasibility. What is the feasibility 
of complying with an established 
permissible exposure limit solely 
through the use of engineering controls 
and work practices? Would 
supplementary respiratory use also Ik? 
needed? 

13. Risk. Are available cuncer risk 
assessments of workers exposed to 
MDA based on reasonable assumptions? 

The Committee may consider other 
issues as they arise during the 
negotiations or in response to comments 
on this announcement. 
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U. Negotiation Procedures 

The following proposed procedures 
and guidelines based on 29 CFR Part 
1912 would apply to this process. They 
may be augmented as a result of 
comments received in response to this 
notice or during the negotiation process. 

A. Native of Intent to Establish An 
MDA Negotiated Rulemaking Advisory 
Committee, Committees which are 
established by U.S. government action 
or affirmatively supported and “utilized” 
by the federal government through 
institutional arrangements which 
amount to the adoption of the groups as 
preferred sources of advice on specific 
issues or policies are subject to the 
requirements of FACA. A Negotiated 
Rulemaking Advisory Committee is such 
a “preferred source“ and. thus, is subject 
to FACA. Accordingly, OSHA 
announces its intent to establish this 
Committee in accordance with the 
requirements of FACA. Section 7(b) of 
the OSH Act. and 29 CFR Part 1912. 

B. Committee Notice, After evaluating 
the comments on this announcement 
and the requests for representation. 
OSHA will issue a committee notice. 
That notice will announce the 
establishment of the Committee and the 
membership of the Committee unless, 
after reviewing the comments, it is 
determined that such an action is 
inappropriate. The negotiation process 
will begin once the Committee 
membership roster is published in the 
Federal Register. 

C. Interests Involved. The following 
interests have been tentatively 
identified which might be represented in 
these negotiations: 

• Manufacturers; 

• Primary Users; 

• Secondary Users; 

• Trade associations; 

• The Federal Government; 

• Public interest/consumer groups; 

• State and/or local Government 
officials; and 

• Labor organizations. 

One purpose of this notice is to 
determine whether the regulations 
would substantially affect interests 
which are not listed above. OSHA 
invites comments and suggestions on 
this list of interests. OSHA does not 
believe that each potentially affected 
group must participate directly in the 
negotiations, nevertheless each affected 
interest must be adequately represented. 
Furthermore, even though the above list 
appears to enumerate more industry 
interests than labor interests, the actual 
constitution of the Committee must have 
balanced representation. 

D. Participants. The negotiating group 
will not exceed 15 participants. 


including the Mediator. A larger number 
than this would make it difficult to 
conduct effective negotiations. 

Requests for appointment to 
membership on the Committee are 
solicited. The Committee has been 
established under section 7(b) of the 
OSH Act of 1970 to advise the Secretary 
of Labor on matters relating to 
occupational exposure to MDA. The 
Committee in this instance will be 
attempting to reach consensus on 
several regulatory' issues that can serve 
as the basis for the notice of proposed 
rulemaking. Therefore, it is expected 
that individual participants will have 
substantial expertise and will ably 
represent the viewpoints of their 
respective interests. Those who wish to 
be appointed as members of the 
Committee should submit a request to 
OSHA. detailing the interest they 
represent and how (hat interest would 
be affected by the rule. They should also 
attach a statement listing their title/ 
position, organizational affiliation, 
uddress, (telephone number, experience 
and qualifications. 

OSHA has also allocated funds which 
are to be used as per diem and travel 
expenses by any member who qualifies 
for funding. 

Following is a list of potential 
participants who have been tentatively 
identified by OSHA and the Mediator 

• Chemical Manufacturers 
Association 

• The Society of the Plastics Industry* 
Inc. 

• International Isocyanate Institute 

• United Steel Workers of America 

• Oil. Chemical and Atomic Workers 
International Union 

• International Chemical Workers 
Union 

• AFL/CIO 

• UAW 

• Environmental Protection Agency 

• National institute for Occupational 
Safety and Health 

This list of potential parties is not 
presented Mb a complete or exclusive list 
from which committee members will be 
selected, nor does inclusion on the list of 
potential parties moan that a party on 
the list bus-agreed to participate. The 
list mutely indicates parties that OSHA 
and the mediator have lantiitivaty 
identified os having an interest in the 
outcome of the MDA negotiated 
rulemaking process. It is the very 
purpose of this notice to inform 
additional potential participants of this 
process and afford them the opportunity 
to request representation in the 
negotiations. Comments and suggestions 
on this tentative list are invited. 

*E. Good Faith Negotiation. Since 
participants should be willing to 


negotiate in good faith and have 
authority to do so, each organization 
should designate a senior official to 
represent its interests. 

F. Mediator. This individual will not 
be involved with the substantive 
development of the regulation. The 
Mediator's role is to; 

• Help the negoatiation process run 
smoothly; 

• Help participants define and reach 
consensus; 

• Chair the actual negotiations; and 

• Determine the feasibility of 
negotiating particular issues. 

OSHA has accepted the appointment 
of Mr. James R. Williams, National 
Representative. FMCS. to serve as 
Mediator. 

G. OSHA Representative. The OSHA 
representative will be a full and active 
participant in the consensus building 
negotiations. The representative will 
meet regularly with various senior 
OSHA officials, briefing them on the 
negotiations and receiving their input, in 
order to effectively represent the 
Agency's position regarding the issues 
before the Committee. Additionally, the 
OSHA representative will present the 
negotiators with aggregated record 
evidence on an issue by issue basis for 
their consideration. The Committee may 
also consult OSH As representative with 
regard to the Agency's regulatory needs, 
appropriate boundaries of 
consideration, or technical information. 
Such information could include the 
areas of economic and technological 
feasibility, health implications, or 
principles of industrial hygiene. The 
OSHA representative, together with the 
Mediator, will also be responsible for 
coordinating the administrative and 
committee support functions to be 
performed by OSHA’s Division of 
Consumer Affairs. 

H. Tentative Schadule. Once the 
Committee has been selected, OSHA 
will publish a schedule of the meetings. 
The first meeting will focus largely on 
procedural matters. These will include 
agreement on: dates, times, and 
locations of future meetings; and 
identification of. and determination of 
how best to address the principal issues 
for resolution. 

To prevent delays which might 
postpone timely issuance of the 
proposal. OSHA intends to terminate 
the Committee’s activities if it does not 
reach consensus within six months of 
the first meeting. The-process may end 
eurlierif Ihe Mediator so recommends. 

I. Committee Procedures. Under the 
general guidance and direction of the 
Mediator, and subject to any applicable 
legal requirements including 29 CFR Part 
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1912. the Committee will establish the 
detailed procedures for committee 
meetings which it considers most 
appropriate. 

J. Record of Meetings . In accordance 
with FACA's requirements. OSHA will 
keep a record of all committee meetings. 
This record will be placed in the public 
docket for this rulemaking. Committee 
meetings will be announced in the 
Federal Register and will generally be 
open to the public. 

K. Definition of Consensus. The goal 
of the negotiating process is consensus. 
OSHA expects the participants to 
establish their own working definition of 
the term. 

L Feasibility of Consensus . OSHA 
and the Mediator have examined the 
issues and interests involved and have 
made a preliminary inquiry among 
representatives of the identified 
interests to determine whether it is 
possible to reach agreement on: 

• Individuals to represent those 
interests: 

• The preliminary scope of the issues 
to be addressed; and 

• A schedule for developing a NPRM. 
(Currently identified issues and interests 
are listed above.) On the basis of this 
preliminary inquiry, the Mediator and 
OSHA believe that negotiation can be 
successful on this rule and that the 
participants can adequately represent 
the affected interests. In the event the 
Committee is unable to reach consensus 
on a proposal. OSHA will promptly 
develop its own proposal. 

M. Agency Action. As noted above, 
the Agency intends to use the 
Committee's consensus as the basis for 
the NPRM. OSHA expects to issue the 
proposed rule developed by the 
Committee, unless the consensus is 
inconsistent with OSHA's statutory 
authority or is not appropriately 
justified. In that event, the Agency will 
explain the reason for its decision. 

Public Participation 

Requests for participation should be 
submitted to Clarence Page, Division of 
Consumer Affairs. Occupational Safety 
and Health Administration. U.S. 
Department of Labor. Room N-3662, 200 
Constitution Avenue, N.W., Washington, 
D.C. 20210. no later than November 21, 
1985. 

All other written comments, including 
comments on the appropriateness of 
using negotiated rulemaking to develop 
a proposed rule of MDA, should be 
directed to OSHA Docket No. H-040. 
and sent in triplicate to the following 
address: OSHA Docket Office. U.S. 
Department of Labor, Rm N-3063, 200 
Constitution Ave., N.W., Washington, 
D.C. 20210; Telephone (202) 528-7694. 


This Notice was prepared under the 
direction of Patrick R. Tyson. Acting 
Assistant Secretary of Labor for 
Occupational Safety and Health. 200 
Constitution Avenue, N.W., Washington. 
D.C. 20210. It is issued pursuant to 
section 6(b) and 7(b) of the Occupational 
Safety and Health Act (84 Stat. 1593; 29 
U.S.C. 655. 656) Secretary’s Order No. 9- 
83 (48 FR 35738) and 29 CFR Part 1912. 

Signed at Washington. D.C, this 17th day 
of October 1985. 

Patrick R. Tyson, 

Acting Assistant Secretary of Labor. 

(FR Doc. 85-25167 Filed 10-21-85; 8 45 am) 
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NATIONAL COMMISSION FOR 
EMPLOYMENT POLICY 

Meeting 

action: Notice of meeting. 

summary: Under the provisions of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 

L 92-463, as amended), notice is hereby 
given of the fortieth meeting of the 
National Commission for Employment 
Policy at the Hyatt Regency Crystal City 
Hotel, 2799 Jefferson Davis Highway, 
Arlington, Virginia. 
dates: November 21,1985—9 00 a.m.- 
3:45 p.m.; November 22,1985-9.00 a.m.- 
11:30 a.m. 

status: This meeting will be open to the 
public. 

MATTERS TO be discussed: The main 
agenda item on Thursday morning will 
be a Commission discussion of a draft 
policy statement and supporting staff 
report on "Computers in the 
Workplace." The discussion will be 
concluded Thursday afternoon; undates 
on other projects will then be presented. 
Friday morning's session will be 
concerned with a briefing on the final 
phase of a study of JTPA 
implementation, which has been 
coponsored by NCEP and three private 
foundations, an update on proposed 
legislation, and future meeting plans. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION, CONTACT: 
Ms. Patricia W. McNeil, Director, 
National Commission for Employment 
Policy. 1522 K Street. NW., Suite 300, 
Washington. DC 20005, (202) 724-1545. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
National Commission for Employment 
Policy is authorized by the Job Training 
Partnership Act (Pub. L. 97-300). The act 
gives the Commission the broad 
responsibility of advising the President 
and public. Handicapped individuals 
wishing to attend should contact Velada 
Waller of the Commission Staff so that 


appropriate accommodations can be 
made. 

People wishing to submit written 
statements to the Commission that are 
germane to the agenda may do so, 
provided that such statements are in 
reproducible form and are submitted to 
the Director at least 5 days before the 
meeting or not more than 7 days after 
the meeting. 

In addition, members of the general 
public may request to make oral 
presentations to the Commission, time 
permitting. Such statements must be 
applicable to the announced agenda and 
written application must be submitted to 
the Director at least 5 days before the 
meeting. This application should 
include: name and address of applicant, 
subject of presentation, relation to 
agenda, amount of time needed, 
individual's qualifications to speak on 
the subject, and a statement justifying 
the need for an oral rather than written 
statement. 

The Commission Chairman has the 
right to decide to what extent public oral 
presentations may be permitted at the 
meeting. Oral presentations will be 
limited to statements of fact and views 
and shall not include any questioning of 
the Commissioners or other participants 
unless these questions have been 
specifically approved by the Chairman. 

Minutes of the meeting and materials 
perpared for it will be available for 
public inspection at the Commission's 
offices. 1522 K Street, NW.. Suite 300, 
Washington. DC 20005. 

Signed in Washington. DC this 11th day of 
October 1985. 

Patricia W. McNeil. 

Director. 

|FR Doc. 85-25170 Filed 10-21-85; 8:45 am| 

SILLING COOC 45tfr-JO-41 


NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE 
ARTS AND THE HUMANITIES 

Federal Council on the Arts and the 
Humanities, Arts and Artifacts 
Indemnity Panel; Advisory Committee 
Meeting 

Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 
L 92-403, as amended), notice is hereby 
given that a meeting of the Arts and 
Artifacts Indemnity Panel of the Federal 
Council on the Arts and the Humanities 
will be held at 1100 Pennsylvania 
Avenue. NW.. Washington. D.C. 20506, 
in Room 714. from 9:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m., 
on November 26,1985. 

The purpose of the meeting is to 
review applications for certificates of 
indemnity submitted to the Federal 
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Council on the Arts and the Humanities 
for exhibitions beginning after January 
1,1986. 

Because the proposed meeting will 
consider commercial and financial data 
and because it is important to keep 
values of objects, methods of 
transportation and security measures 
confidential, pursuant to the authority 
granted me by the Chairman's 
Delegation of Authority to Close 
Advisory Committee Meetings, dated 
April 16.1978.1 have determined that 
the meeting would fall within 
exemptions (4) and (9) of 5 U.S.C. 552(b), 
and that it is essential to close the 
meeting to protect the free exchange of 
internal views and to avoid interference 
with the operation of the Committee. 

It is suggested that those desiring 
more specific information contact the 
Advisory Committee Management 
Officer, Stephen J. McClcary, 1100 
Pennsylvania Avenue, NW„ 
Washington. D.C. 20506, or call 202/786- 
0322. 

Stephen J. McClcary. 

Advisory' Commit tee Management Officer. • 

|FK Doc. 85-25162 Filed 10-21-85; B:45 am) 

DILL IMG COOe 7SJS-014S 


NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 

Advisory Panel on Decision and 
Management Science; 

In accordance with the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act. Pub. L. 92-463. 
as amended, the National Science 
Foundation announces the following 
meeting. 

Name: Advisory Panel on Decision and 
Management Science 

Oftte/Ttme: November 7—8. 1985.8:30 sjd. 
to 500 p.m. 

Place: National Science Foundation. 1800 G 
St., Washington, DC 20550. Room 028 

Contact Person: Dr Robert M Thrall 1202) 
357-7560 or Dr. Vincent T. Covello (302) 357- 
7417. Program Directors. National Science 
Foundation. Room 335 

Puri»oae of Advisory Panel: To provide 
advice end recommendation concerning 
research in Decision and Management 
Science 

Agenda: Closed: to review anil evaluate 
research proposals as part of the selection 
process for m wards 

Reason fur Closing: The proposals being 
reviewed include information of a proprietary 
or confidential nature, including technical 
information; financial data, such as salaries: 
and personal information concerning 
individuals associated with the proposals. 
These matters are within exemptions (4) and 
(8) of 5 U.S.C- 522b1r). Government in the 
Sunshine Act. 

Authority to Close Meeting This 
determination was made by the Committee 
Managuiuert Officer pursuant to provisions 


of section 10(d) of Pub. L 92-463 The 
Committee Management Officer was 
delegated the authority to make such 
determinations by the Director. NSP on July 6. 
1979. 

M. Rebecca Winkler, 

Committee Management Officer. 

October 17.1985 

|FR Doc. 85^25179 Filed 10-21-85: 8:45 am] 

BILLING COOC TSSV-Oi-M \ 


Advisory Panel for Integrative Neural 
Systems; Meeting 

In accordance with the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act. as amended. 
Pub. L 92-463, The National Science 
Foundation announces the following 
meeting: t 

Name: Advisory Panel for Integrative 
Neural Systems. 

Date & Time: November 6. 7, 8 8,1985:9:00 
a m. to 5.00 p.m. each day. 

Place: National Science Foundation. 1800 G 
St. NW„ Washington. DC. Moating is to be 
held in the conference room 523. 

Type of Meeting: Closed. 

Contact Person: Dr. Nathaniel G. Pitts. 
Program Director for integrative Neural 
Systems. Room 320. National Science 
Foundation. Washington. DC 20550. 

Telephone (202) 357-7041. 

Purpose of Meeting: To provide advice and 
recommendation concerning support for 
research in the Integrative Neural Systems 
Program. 

Agenda: Closed—To review and evaluate 
research proposals as part of the selection 
process for awards. 

Reason for Closing: The proposals being 
reviewed Include information of a proprietary 
or confidential nature, including technical 
information: financial data, such as salaries, 
and personal information concerning 
individuals associated with the proposals. 
These mutters are within exemptions (4) and 
(6) of 5 U.S.C 522B(c). Government in the 
Sunshine Act. 

Authority to Close Meeting: This 
determination was made by the Committee 
Management OfTtcer pursuant to provisions 
of section 10(d) of Pub. L. 92-463. The 
Committee Management Officer was 
<i(.'legated the authority to make such 
determinations by the Director. NSF on -July 8. 
1979. 

M. Rebecca Winkler, 

Committee Management Officer. 

October 17.1985. 

(FR Doc 88-88181 Filed 16-21-85; MS um| 

BILLING COOC 7SSV01-M 


Advisory Panel tor Memory and 
Cognitive Process**; Meeting 

In accordance with the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act Pub. L 92-463, 
the National Science Foundation 
announces the following mooting: 


Name: Advisory Panel for Memory and 
Cognitive Processes. 

Date h Time: November 7 and 8.1985; 9:00 
u.m. S OO p.m. each day. 

Place: Lombardy Towers Conference 
Room. 2019 F<ye Street. NW., Washington, DC 
20008. 

Type of Meeting: Closed. 

Contact Person: Dr. |osepb L Young. 
Program Director. Memory and Cognitive 
Prcesses Program. Roam 320, National 
Science Foundation. Washington. DC 20550. 
(202) 357-9888. 

Purpose of Meeting: To provide advice and 
recommendations concunlng support for 
research In memory and processes or 
scientific discipline. 

Agenda: To review and evaluate research 
proposals as part of the selection process for 
awards. 

Reason for Closing: The proposals being 
reviewed include information of a proprietary 
or confidential nature, including technical 
information; financial data, such as salaries, 
and personal information concerning 
individuals associated with the proposals. 
These matters are within exemptions (4) and 
(8) of 5 U.S.C. 5&2b(c). Government in the 
Sunshine Act 

Authority to Close Meeting: This 
determination was made by the Committee 
Management Officer pursuant to provisions 
of section 10(d) of Pub. L 92-463. The 
Committee Managment OfficeT was delegated 
the authority to make such determinations by 
the Director. NSF*. on July Ik 1S79. 

October 17.1985. 

M. Rebecca Winkler. 

Committee Management Officer. 

(FR Doc. 85-25178 Filed 16-21-85; 8:45 nmj 
BILLING COOC 7SU-01-M 


Advisory Panel tor Molecular and 
Cellular Neurobiology Program; 
Meeting 

In accordance with the Federal 
Advisory' Committee Act. as amended. 
Pub. L 92-463, the National Science 
Foundation announces the following 
meeting: 

Name: Advisory Panel for Molecular and 
Cellular Neurubiology Program. 

Date & Time: November 6. 7. and 8,1985. 
960 a.m.—5:00 p.m. each day. 

Mace: National Science Foundation. 1800 
C. Street NW, Room 1242B. Washington. DC 
20650. 

Type of Meeting: Closed. 

Contact Person: Stephen Moms, Program 
Director for Molecular and Cellular 
Neurobiology Program. National Science 
Foundation. Room 320. Washington. DC 
20550. Telephone (202) 357-7471. 

Purpose of Meeting: To provide advice and 
recommendations concerning support for 
research in Neurobiology. 

Agenda: To review and evaluate research 
proposals as part of the selection process foe 
awards. 

Reason for Closing: The proposals luting 
reviewed include information of the 
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proprietary or confidential nature, including 
technical information; financial data, such at 
salaries, and personal information concerning 
individuals associated with the proposals. 
These matters are within exemptions (4) and 
(6) of 5 U.S.C. of 552bfc). Government ui the 
Sunshine Act. 

Authority to Close Meeting: This 
determination was made by the Committee 
Management Officer pursuant to provisions 
of section 10(d) of Pub. L 02-463, The 
Committee Management Officer was 
delegated the authority to make such 
determinations by the Director. NST, on July 
6,1979. 

October 17.1965. 

M Rebecca Winkler. 

Committee Management Officer. 

[PR Doc. 65-25180 Filed 10-21415; 8:45 am] 

8tLLING COOL 7$*6~01-M 


Earth Sciences Proposal Review Panel; 
Meeting 

In accordance with the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act, as amended. 
Pub. L 92-463, the National Science 
Foundation announces the following 
meeting; 

Name: Earth Sciences Proposal Review 
Panel. 

Date and time: November 6. 7. and 8,1965; 
8:30 a.m. to 5.00 p,m. each day. 

Place: The National Science Foundation. 
Room 543,1000 C Street, NW.. Washington. 
DC 2055a 

Type of Meeting: Closed. 

Contact: Dr James Fred Hays, Division 
Director. Earth Sciences. Room 602. National 
Science Foundation, Washington. DC 20550 
Telephone: (202) 357-7958. 

Purpose of Committee: To provide advice 
and recommendations concerning support for 
research In Earth Sciences. 

Agenda*. To review and evaluate research 
proposals and protects as part of the 
selection process for await!*. 

Reason for Closing: The proposals being 
reviewed include information of proprietary 
or confidential nature, including technical 
information, financial data, such as salariei. 
and personal information concerning 
individuals associated with the proposals. 
These matters are within exemptions (4) and 
(6) of 5 U.S.C. 552b(c), Government in the 
Sunshine Act. 

Authority: This determination was made by 
the Committee Management Officer pursuant 
to provisions of section 10(d) of Pub. L. 92- 
463. The Committee Management Officer was 
delegated the authority to make such 
determinations by the Director. NSP. on July 
6,19791 

M. Rebecca Winkler, 

Committee Management Officer. 

October 17.1965. 

|FR Doc. 65-25177 Filed 10-21-65; 8:45 am] 

BILLING coot 7S&S-0V-M 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

State of Iowa; Staff Assessment of 
Proposed Agreement Between the 
NRC and the State of Iowa 

Note.—This document was originally 
published In the issue of October 1.1965 at 50 
FR 40078. It Is reprinted at the request of the 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 

AGENCY: US. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. 

action: Notice of Proposed Agreement 
with State of Iowa. 

summary: Notice is hereby given that 
the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
is publishing for public comment the 
NRC staff assessment of a proposed 
agreement received from the Governor 
of the State of Iowa for the assumption 
of certain of the Commission’s 
regulatory authority pursuant to section 
274 of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954. as 
amended. 

A staff assessment of the State's 
proposed program for control over 
sources of radiation is set forth below as 
supplementary information to this 
notice. A copy of the program narrative, 
including the referenced appendices, 
appropriate State legislation and Iowa 
regulations, is available for public 
inspection In the Commission's pubtfc 
document room at 1717 II Street, NW.. 
Washington, DC. Exemptions from the 
Commission's regulatory authority, 
which would implement this proposed 
agreement have been published in the 
Federal Register and codified as Part 150 
of the Commission's regulations In Title 
10 of the Code of Federal Regulations. 
dates: Comments must be received on 
or before October 31,1985. 
adoresses: Written comments may be 
submitted to the Rules and Procedures 
Branch. Division of Rules and Records, 
Office of Administration. U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission. Washington, 
DC. 20555. Comments may also be 
delivered to Room 4000. Maryland 
National Bank Building, Bethesda. 
Maryland from 8:15 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. 
Monday through Friday, Copies of 
comments received may be examined at 
the NRC Public Document Room, 1717 H 
Street, NW.. Washington, DC. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Joel O. Lubenau, Office of State 
Programs, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. Washington, DC 20555, 
telephone: 301-492-9887. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Assessment of Proposed Iowa Program 
to Regulate Certain Radioactive 
Materials Pursuant to section 274 of the 
Atomic Energy Act of the 1954, as 
amended. 


The Commission has received a 
proposal from the Governor of Iowa for 
the State to enter into an agreement 
with the NRC whereby the NRC would 
relinquish and the State would assume 
certain regulatory authority pursuant to 
section 274 of the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954, as amended. 

Section 274e of the Atomic Energy Ac: 
of 1954, as amended, requires that the 
terms of the proposed agreement be 
published for public comment once each 
week for four consecutive weeks. 
Accordingly, this notice will be 
published four times in the Federal 
Register. 

I. Background 

A. Section 274 of the Atomic Energy 
Act of 1954, as amended, provides a 
mechanism whereby the NRC may 
transfer to the States certain regulatory 
authority over agreement materials 1 
when a State desires to assume this 
authority and the Governor certifies thut 
the State has an adequate reguiutory 
program, and when the Commission 
finds that the State's program is 
compatible with that of the NRC and is 
adequate to protect the public health 
and safety. Section 274g directs the 
Commission to cooperate with the 
States in the formulation of standards 
for protection against radiation hazards 
to assure that State and Commission 
programs for radiation protection will be 
coordinated and compatible. Further, 
section 274j provides lhat the 
Commission shall periodically review 
such agreements and actions taken by 
the States under the agreements to 
ensure compliance with the provisions 
of this section. 

B. In a letter dated August 22. 1985, 
Governor Terry E. Branstad of the Stole 
of Iowa requested that the Commission 
enter into an agreement with the State 
pursuant to section 274 of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, as amended, and 
proposed that the agreement become 
effective on January 1.1988. The 
Governor certified that the State of Iowa 
has a program for control of radiation 
hazards which is adequate to protect the 
public health and safety with respect to 
the materials within the State covered 
by the proposed agreement, and that the 
State of Iowa desires to assume 
regulatory responsibility for such 
materials. The text of the proposed 
agreement is shown in Appendix A and 
the narrative portion of the program 
description Is shown in Appendix B. 


1 A Byproduct malarial* «■ defined in 111(1]: ft 
Byproduct materials at defined tn !1e(2). C Source 
material*' and D. Special mickear materials hi 
quantifies not sufficient to form a critical mass 
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The specific authority requested is for 
(1) byproduct material as defined in 
section lle(l) of the Act. (2) source 
material and (3) special nuclear material 
in quantities not sufficient to form a 
critical mass. The State does not wish to 
assume authority over uranium milling 
activities nor the commercial disposal of 
low-level radioactive waste. The State, 
however, reserves the right to apply at a 
future date to NRC for an amended 
agreement to assume authority in these 
areas. The nine articles of the proposed 
agreement cover the following areas: 

L Lists the materials covered by the 
agreement 

II. Lists the Commission's continued authority 

and responsibility for certain activities 

III. Allows for future amendment of the 

agreement 

IV. Allows for certain regulatory changes by 

the Commission 

V. References the continued authority of the 

Commission for common defense and 
security for safeguards purposes 

VI. Pledges the best efforts of the 
Commission and the State to achieve 
coordinated and compatible programs 

VII Recognizes reciprocity of licenses issued 
by the respective agencies 

VIII. Sets forth criteria for termination or 
suspension of the agreement 

IX. Specifics the effective date of the 

agreement 

C. Section 136C. the Code. H.P. 2110 
authorizes the State Department of 
Health to issue licenses to. and perform 
inspections of. users of radioactive 
materials under the proposed agreement 
and otherwise carry out a total radiation 
control program. Iowa radiation control 
regulations. Health Department (470) 
Chapters 38 to 41. adopted by the Iowa 
State Board of Health on May 8.1985 
under authority of Section 13GC.3, The 
Code, provides standards, licensing, 
inspection, enforcement and 
administrative procedures for agreement 
and non-agreement materials. Pursuant 
to 470-39.53, the regulations are not 
applicable to agreement materials until 
the effective date of the agreement. The 
regulations provide for the State to 
license and inspect users of nuturally- 
occurring and accelerator-produced 
radioactive materials. 

D. The environmental radiation 
activities with which the Department 
has been involved in conjunction with 
the University of Iowa Hygienic 
Laboratory include a general 
environmental surveillance program and 
a radiological surveillance program for 
the Duane Arnold power reactor site 
under contract with NRC. The State has 
the capability of developing site specific 
environmental surveillance programs 
when needed and has authority to 
charge its licensees a fee to recover the 
costs of such programs. 
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lire Department has also been 
involved in registration and inspection 
of x-ray uses since 1980 including 
restrictions on healing arts x-ray 
screening practices and involvement in 
the U.S. FDA studies such as the Dental 
Exposure Normalization Technique 
(DENT). In 1983, Iowa established 
minimum training standards for 
diagnostic radiographers. 

II. NRC Staff Assessment of Proposed 
towo Program for Control of Agreement 
Materials 

Reference: Criteria for Guidance of 
States and NRC in Discontinuance of 
NRC Regulatory Authority and 
Assumption Thereof by States Through 
Agreement. 1 

Objectives 

1. Protection . A State regulatory 
program shall be designed to protect the 
health and safety of the people against 
radiation hazards. 

Based upon the analysis of the State's 
proposed regulatory program the staff 
believes the Iowa proposed regulatory 
program for agreement materials is 
adequately designed to protect the 
health and safety of the public against 
radiation hazards. 

Radiation Protection Standards 

2. Standards. The State regulatory 
program shall adopt a set of standards 
for protection against radiation which 
shall apply to byproduct, source and 
special nuclear materials in quantities 
not sufficient to form a critical mass. 

Statutory authority to formulate and 
promulgate rules for controlling 
exposure to sources of radiation is 
contained in section 136C. The Codg. In 
accordance with that authority, the 
State adopted radiation control 
regulations on May 8,1985 which 
include radiation protection standards 
which would apply to byproduct, source 
and special nuclear materials in 
quantities not sufficient to form a 
critical mass upon the effective date of 
an agreement between the State and the 
Commission pursuant to section 274b of 
the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as 
amended. 

Reference: Iowa Stale Department of 
Health radiation control regulations 
470-38 to 41. 

3. Uniformity in Radiation Standards, 
It is important to strive for uniformity in 
technical definitions and terminology, 
particularly as related to such things as 


*NRC Statement of l\>tlcy published in the 
Federal Kirgifter January 23.1tt61 (40 PR 7540-73(6). 
a correction was published July 16.1081 (46 KR 
36909] and a revision of Criterion 9 published in the 
Federal Register July 21.1063 (48 KR 33376) 


units of measurement and radiation 
dose. There shall be uniformity of 
maximum permissible doses and levels 
of radiation and concentrations of 
radioactivity, as fixed by 10 CFR Part 20 
of the NRC regulations based on 
officially approved radiation protection 
guides. 

Technical definitions and terminology 
contained in the Iowa Radiation Control 
Regulations including those related to 
units of measurement and radiation 
doses are uniform with those contained 
in 10 CFR Part 20. 

Reference: Iowa 470-38.2, 39.2. 

4. Total Occupational Radiation 
Exposure . The regulatory authority shall 
consider the total occupational radiation 
exposure of individuals, including that 
from sources which are not regulated by 
it. 

The Iowa regulations cover all sources 
of radiation within the State's 
jurisdiction and provide for 
consideration of the total radiation 
exposure of individuals from all sources 
of radiation in the possession of a 
licensee or registrant. 

Reference: Iowa 470-40.1, 40.5. 

5. Surveys , Monitoring. Appropriate 
surveys and personnel monitoring under 
the close supervision of technically 
competent people are essential in 
achieving radiological protection and 
shall be made in determining 
compliance with safety regulations. 

The Iowa requirements for surveys to 
evaluate potential exposures from 
sources of radiation and the personnel 
monitoring requirements are uniform 
with those contained in 10 CFR Part 20. 

References: Iowa 470-40.8 and 40.9. 

6. Labels , Signs. Symbols. It is 
desirable to achieve uniformity in 
labels, signs, and symbols, and the 
posting thereof. However, it is essential 
that there be uniformity io labels, signs, 
and symbols affixed to radioactive 
products which are transferred from 
person to person. 

The prescribed radiation labels, signs, 
and symbols are uniform with those 
contained in 10 CFR Parts 20, 30 thru 32 
and 34. 

The Iowa posting requirements are 
also uniform with those of Part 20. 

References: Iowa 470-39.23, 39.25. 
39.38. 39.40, 40 9. and 41.4. 

7. Instruction. Persons working in or 
frequenting restricted areas shall be 
instructed with respect to the health 
risks associated with exposure to 
radioactive materials and in precautions 
to minimize exposure. Workers shall 
have the right to request regulatory 
authority inspections as per 10 CFR Part 
19, S 1916 and to be represented during 
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inspections us specified in § 19.14 of 10 
CFR Purl 19. 

The Iowa regulations contain 
requirements for instructions and 
notices to workers that are uniform with 
those of 10 CFR Part 19. 

Reference: Iowa 470-40.21. 

8. Storage. Licensed radioactive 
material in storage shall be secured 
against unauthorized removal. 

The Iowa regulations contain a 
requirement for security of stored 
radioactive material. 

Reference: Iowa 470-40.12. 

9. Radioactive Waste Disposal, (a) 
Waste disposal by material users. The 
standards for the disposul of radioactive 
materials into the air, water and sewer, 
and burial in the soil shall be in 
accordance with 10 CFR Purt 20. 

Holders of radioactive material desiring 
to release or dispose of quantities or 
concentrations of radioactive materials 
in excess of prescribed limits shull be 
required to obtain special permission 
from the appropriate regulatory 
authority. 

Requirements for transfer of waste for 
the purpose of ultimate disposal at a 
land disposal facility (waste transfer 
and manifest system) shall be in 
accordance with 10 CFR Part 20. 

The waste disposal standards shall 
include a waste classification scheme 
and provisions for waste form, 
applicable to waste generators, that is 
equivalent to that contained in 10 CFR 
Part 61. 

(b) Land Disposal of waste received 
from other persons. The State shall 
promulgate regulations containing 
licensing requirements for land disposal 
of radioactive waste received from other 
persons which are compatible with the 
applicable technical definitions, 
performance objectives, technical 
requirements and applicable supporting 
sections set forth in 10 CFR Part 61. 
Adequate financial arrangements (under 
terms established by regulation) shall be 
required of each waste disposal site 
licensee to ensure sufficient funds for 
decontamination, closure and 
stabilization of o disposal site. In 
addition. Agreement State financial 
arrangements for long-term monitoring 
und maintenance of a specific site must 
be reviewed and approved by the 
Commission prior to relieving the site 
operator of licensed responsibility 
(Section 151(a)(2). Pub. L. 97-425). 

Iowa Radiation Control Regulations 
contain provisions relating to the 
disposal of radioactive materials into 
the air. water and sewer and burial in 
soil which are essentially uniform with 
those of 10 CFR Part 20. In a letter dated 
August 8,1985 to NRC the Department 
committed to adopting certain clarifying 


amendments to their regulations to 
conform them more closely to 10 CFR 
Parts 20 and 61 and. in the interim, will 
impose license conditions to ensure 
uniformity with these Parts. Iowa, at this 
time, does not propose to regulate ihc 
commercial land disposal of low-level 
radioactive waste. 

References: Iowa 470-40.7, 40.14 to 
40.17,40.19 and letter dated August 8. 
1985 from |. Eure, Director. 
Environmental Health Section. Iowa 
Department of Health to J. Lubenau, 
NRC. 

10. Regulation Governing Shipment of 
Radioactive Materials. The Slate shall 
to the extent of its jurisdiction 
promulgate regulations applicable to the 
shipment of radioactive materials, such 
regulations to be compatible with those 
established by the U.S. Department of 
Transportation and other agencies of the 
United States whose jurisdiction over 
interstate shipment of such materials 
necessarily continues. State regulations 
regarding transportation of radioactve 
materials must be compatible with 10 
CFR Part 71. 

The Iowa regulations are uniform with 
those contained in NRC regulations 10 
CFR Part 71. 

References: Iowa 470-39.70 to 39.39. 

11. Records and Reports. The State 
regulatory program shall require that 
holders und users of radioactive 
materials (a) maintain records covering 
personnel radiation exposures, radiation 
surveys, and disposals of materials: (b) 
keep records of the receipt and transfer 
of the materials; (c) report significant 
incidents involving the materials, as 
prescribed by the regulatory authority: 
(d) make available upon request of a 
former employee a report of the 
employee's exposure to radiation; (e) at 
request of an employee advise the 
employee of his or her annual radiation 
exposure: and (f) inform each employee 
in writing when the employee has 
received radiation exposure in excess of 
the proscribed limits. 

The Iowa regulations require the 
following records and reports by 
licensees and registrants: 

(o) Records covering personnel 
radiation exposures, radiation surveys, 
and disposals of materials. 

(b) Records of receipt and transfer of 
materials. 

(c) Reports concerning incidents 
involving radioactive materials. 

(d) Reports to former employees of 
their radiation exposure. 

(e) Reports to employees of their 
annual radiation exposure. 

(f) Reports to employees of radiation 
exposure in excess of proscribed limits. 

Reference: Iowa 470-38.4. 40.20. 40.21. 


12. Additional Requirements and 
Exemptions . Consistent with the overall 
criteria here enumerated and to 
accommodate special cases and 
circumstances, the State regulatory 
authority shall be authorized in 
individual cases to impose additional 
requirements to protect health and 
safety, or to grant necessary exemptions 
which will not jeopardize health and 
safety. 

The Iowa Department of I lealth is 
authorized to impose upon any licensee 
or registrant, by rule, regulation, or order 
such requirements in addition to those 
established in the regulations as It 
deems appropriate or necessary to 
minimize danger to public health and 
safety or property. 

Reference: Iowa 470-38.7. 

The Department may also grant such 
exemptions from the requirements of the 
regulations as it determines are 
authorized by law and will not result in 
undue hazard to public health and 
safety or property. 

Reference: Iowa 470-38.3. 

Prior Evaluation of Uses of Radioactive 
Mattcrials 

13. Prior Evaluation of Hazards and 
Uses, Exceptions. In the present state of 
Knowledge, it is necessary in regulating 
the possession and use of byproduct, 
source and special nuclear materials 
that the State regulatory authority 
require the submission of information 
on, and evaluation of. the potential 
hazards and the capability of the user or 
possessor prior to his receipt of the 
materials. This criterion is subject to 
certain exceptions and to continuing 
reappraisal as knowledge and 
experience in the atomic energy' field 
increase. Frequently there are. and 
increasingly in tin? future there may be. 
categories of materials and uses as to 
which there is sufficient knowledge to 
permit possession and U6e without prior 
evaluation of the hazards and the 
capability of the possessor and user. 
These categories foil into two groups— 
those materials and uses which may be 
completely exempt from regulatory 
controls, and those materials and uses 
in which sanctions for misuse arc 
maintained without pre-evaluation of 
the individual possession or use. In 
authorizing research and development 
or other activities involving multiple 
uses of radioactive materials, where an 
institution has people with extensive 
training and experience, the State 
regulatory authority may w r ish to 
provide a means for authorizing board 
use of materials without evaluating each 
specific use. 
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Prior to the issuance of a specific 
license for the use of radioactive 
materials, the Iowa Department of 
I Icaith will require the submission of 
information on, and will make an 
evaluation of. the potential hazards of 
such uses, and the capability of the 
applicant. 

References: Iowa 470-39.1 to 39 3, 

39.28 to 39.56; Iowa Program Description. 
"Licensing and Registration." 

Provision is made for the issuance of 
general licenses for byproduct, source 
mid special nuclear materials in 
situations where prior evaluation of the 
licensee’s qualifications, facilities, 
equipment nnd procedures is not 
required. The regulations grant general 
licenses under the same circumstances 
as those under which general licenses 
ure granted in the Commission's 
regulations. 

References: lows 470-30.12 to 3926. 
39.57, 39 58. 39.79 to 39.85. 

14. E\*alua/ion Criteria. In evaluating 
a proposal to use radioactive materials, 
the regulatory authority shall determine 
the adequacy of the applicant's facilities 
and safety equipment, his training and 
experience in the use of the materials 
for the purpose requested, and his 
proposed administrative controls. States 
should develop guidance documents for 
use by license applicants. This guidance 
shuuld be consistent with NRC licensing 
and regulatory guides for various 
categories of licensed activities. 

Jn evaluating a proposal to use 
agreement materials, the Iowa 
Department of Health will determine 
that: 

(1) The applicant is qualified by 
reason of training and experience to use 
the material in question for the propose 
requested in accordance with the 
regulations in such a manner as to 
minimize danger to public health and 
safety or property: 

(2) The applicant's proposed 
equipment, facilities, and procedures are 
adequate to minimize danger to public 
health and safety or property; and 

(31 The issuance of the license will not 
be inimical to the health and safety of 
the public. 

Other special requirements for the 
issuance of specific licenses are 
contained in the tegulations. 

References Iowa 470-39.30 to 39.45. 

15. Homan Use. The use of radioactive 
materials and radiation on or in humans 
shall not be permitted except by 
properly qualified persons (normally 
licensed physicians) possessing 
prescribed minimum experience in the 
use of radioisotopes or radiation. 

The Iowa regulations require that the 
use of radioactive material (including 
sealed sources) on or in humans shall be 


by a physician having substantial 
experience in the handling and 
administration of radioactive material 
and, where applicable, the clinicui 
management of radioactive patients. 

Reference: Iowa 470-39.31. 

Inspection 

18. Purpose. Frequency . The 
possession and use of radioactive 
materials shall be subject to inspection 
by the regulatory authority and shall be 
subject to the performance of tests, as 
required by the regulatory authority. 
Inspection and testing is conducted to 
determine and to assist in obtaining 
compliance with regulatory 
requirements. Frequency of inspection 
shall be related directly to the amount 
and kind of material and type of 
operation licensed, and it shall bo 
adequate to insure compliance. 

Iowa materials licensees will be 
subject to inspection by the Depar/roent 
of Health, Upon instruction from the 
Department, licensees shall perform or 
permit the Department to perform such 
reasonable tests and surveys as the 
Department deems appropriate or 
necessary. The frequency of inspections 
Is dependent upon the type and scope of 
the licensed activities and will be at 
least as frequent as inspections of 
similar licenses by NRC, 

References: Iowa 470-38.5 and 38.6; 
Iowa Program Description. "Inspection 
Pregram.” 

17. Inspections Compulsory. Licensees 
shall be under obligation by law to 
provide access to inspectors. 

Iowa regulations state that licensees 
shall afford the Department at all 
reasonable times opportunity to inspect 
sources of radiation and the premises 
and facilities wherein such sources of 
radiation are used or stored. 

Reference: Iowa 470-38.5. 

18 Notification of Results of 
Inspection . Licensees are entitled to be 
advised of the results of inspections and 
to notice as to whether or not they are in 
compliance. 

Following Department inspections, 
each licensee will be notified in writing 
of the results of the inspection. The 
letters and written notices indicate if the 
licensee is in compliance and if not list 
the areas of noncompliance. 

Reference: Iowa Program Description. 
"Compliance and Enforcement." 

Enforcement 

19. Enforcement Possession and U 9 e 
of radioactive materials should be 
amenable to enforcement through legal 
sanctions, and the regulatory authority 
shall be equipped or assisted by law 
with the necessary powers for prompt 
enforcement. This may indude, as 


appropriate, administrative remedies 
looking toward issuance of orders 
requiring affirmative action or 
suspension or revocation of the right to 
possess and use materials, and the 
impounding of materials: the obtaining 
of injunctive relief; and the imposing of 
civil or criminal penalties. 

The Iowa Department of Health is 
equipped with the necessary powers for 
prompt enforcement of the regulations. 
Where conditions exist that create a 
clear preseence of a hazard to the public 
health that requires immediate action to 
protect human health and safety, the 
Department may issue orders to reduce, 
discontinue or eliminate such 
conditions. The Department actions 
mayalso include impounding of 
radioactive material, imposition of a 
civil penalty, revocation of a license, 
and requesting County Attorney or 
Attorney General to seek injunctions 
and convictions for criminal violations. 

References: Iowa 470-38.7, 38.8, 38.9, 
38.11; Iowa Program Description. 
"Compliance and Enforcement." 

Personnel 

20. Qualifications of Regulatory and 
Inspection Personnel . The regulatory 
agency shall be staffed with sufficient 
trained personnel. Prior evaluation of 
applications for licenses or 
authorizations and inspection of 
licensees must be conducted by persons 
possessing the training and experience 
relevant to the type and level of 
radioactivity in the proposed use to be 
evaluated and inspected. 

To perform the functions involved in 
evaluation and inspection, it is desirable 
that there be personnel educated and 
trained in the physical and/or life 
sciences, including biology, chemistry, 
physics and engineering, and that the 
personnel have had training and 
experience in radiation protection. The 
person who will be responsible for the 
actual performance of evaluation and 
inspection of all of the various uses of 
byproduct, source and special nuclear 
material which might come to the 
regulatory’ body should have substantial 
training and extensive experience in the 
field of radiation protection. 

It is recognized that there will also be 
persons in the program performing a 
more limited function in evaluation and 
inspection. These persons will perform 
the day-to-day work of the regulatory 
program and deal with both routine 
situations as well as some which will be 
out of the ordinary. These people should 
have a bachelor’s degree or equivalent 
in the physical or life sciences, training 
in health physics, and approximately 
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two years of actual work experience in 
the field of radiation protection. 

The foregoing arc considered 
desirable qualifications for the staff who 
will be responsible for the actual 
performance of evaluation and 
inspection. In addition, there will 
probably be trainees associated with the 
regulatory program who will have an 
academic background in the physical or 
life sciences as well as varying amounts 
of specific training in radiation 
protection but little or no actual work 
experience in this field. The background 
and specific training of these persons 
will indicate to some extent their 
potential role in the regulatory program. 
These trainees, of course, could be used 
initially to evaluate and inspect those 
applications of radioactive materials 
which are considered routine or more 
standardized from the radiation safety 
standpoint, for example, inspection of 
industrial gauges, small research 
programs, and diagnostic medical 
programs. As they gain experience and 
competence in the field, the trainees 
could be used progressively to deal with 
the more complex or difficult types of 
radioactive material applications. It is 
desirable that such trainees have a 
bachelor's degree or equivalent in the 
physical or life sciences and specific 
training in radiation protection. In 
determining the requirement for 
academic training of individuals in all of 
the foregoing categories, proper 
consideration should be given to 
equivalent competency which has been 
gained by appropriate technical and 
radiation protection experience. 

It is recognized that radioactive 
materials and their uses are so varied 
that the evaluation and inspection 
functions will require skills and 
experience in the difference disciplines 
which will not always reside in one 
person. The regulatory authority should 
have the composite of such skills either 
in its employ or at its command, not 
only for routine functions, but also for 
emergency cases. 

a. Number of Personnel 

There are approximately 170 NRC 
specific licenses in the State of Iowa. 
Under the proposed agreement, the 
State would assume responsibility for 
al>out 155 of these licenses. The 
Department's Radiological Health 
Program is currently staffed with six 
professional persons. Five individuals 
will be assigned line and supervisory 
duties in the materials program. We 
estimate the State will need to upply 
between 1.0 to 2.1 staff-years of effort to 
the program. The present personnel 
together with their assigned 
responsibilities are as follows: 


John A. Eure: Director, Environmental 
Health Section. Responsible for 
administration and supervision of 
Environmental Health Section. 

Donald A. Hater Coordinator. 
Radiological Health Program. 
Responsible for administration and 
supervision of the radiological health 
program. 

David Russel! Myers: Environmental 
Specialist III. Supervises field inspection 
staff and conducts inspections. 

Bruce W. Hokel: Environmental 
Specialist 11. Currently conducts 
inspections and under consideration as 
lead person for licensing. 

Richard L We/ke: Environmental 
Specialist I. Currently conducts 
inspections. 

Paul E Koehn: Environmental 
Specialist I. Currently in training. 

Total personnel time devoted to 
radioactive materials is expected to be 
at least 2 person-years. 

b. Training 

The academic and specialized short 
course training for those persons 
involved in the administration, licensing 
and inspection of radioactive materials 
is shown below. 

Donald A, Flater —D.S. Radiological 
Sciences und Administration. George 
Washington University. 

Transportation of Radioactive 
Materials, November 1934. U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission. 

. A dvanced Medical Imaging 
Technology Workshop , September 1934. 
Conference of Radiation Control 
Program Directors. Inc. 

Inspection Procedures, July 1934. U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 

Principles of Epidemiology, March, 
1934. Centers for Disease Control. 

Applied Epidemiology, February 1984, 
Centers for Disease Control and Iowa 
State Department of Health. 

Orientation Course in Licensing 
Practices and Procedures for State 
Regulatory Personnel, September 1983. 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 

Radiological Defense Officer Course , 
June 1983, Iowa Office of Disaster 
Services. 

Radiological Monitoring Home Study 
Course, May 1983. Federal Emergency 
Management Agency. 

Medical Use of Radionuclides, April 
1983. U.S, Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. 

Radiological Emergency Planning 
Course, March 1981, Federal Emergency 
Management Agency. 

Rudiologicul Emergency Response 
Operations for Radiological Emergency 
Response Teams, January 1981, U S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 


Dose Projection Accident Assessment 
and Protective Action Decision Making 
for Radiological Emergency Response, 
March 1980. U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. 

David Russell Myers—B.S. Biology, 
Grandview College. 

Computed Tomography Dosimetry 
Training Course, May 1985, University 
of Missouri. Kansas City School of 
Medicine, Food and Drug 
Administration Center for Medical 
Devices and Radiological Health. 

FDA Regional Training, September 
1934. Mayo Clinic. 

Inspection Procalures, July 1984, U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 

Health Physics and Radioactive 
Materials, June 1984, Oak Ridge 
Associated Universities. 

Medical Use of Radionuclides, June 
1984. Oak Ridge Associated 
Universities. 

Principles of Epidemiology, March 
1984. Centers for Disease Control and 
Iowa State Department of Health. 

Applied Epidemiology, February 1984. 
Centers for Disease Control and Iowa 
State Department of Jiealth. 

Emergency Management Institute 
Radiological Accident Assessment 
Course, August 1982, National 
Emergency Training Center. 

Radiological Defense Officer Course, 
May 1982. Federal Emergency 
Management Agency. 

Radiological Emergency Response 
Operations Course, January 1981. U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 

Diagnostic X-Ray Survey Training 
Program, June 1980, U.S. Army Academy 
of Health Sciences. 

Bruce W. Hokel—M S., Fisheries and 
Wildlife. Iowa State University. 

Introduction to Licensing Practices 
and Procedures, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. 

Nuclear Transportation for State 
Regulatory Personnel, U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission. 

Principles of Licensing, one week on- 
the-job training with staff of NRC, 
Region 111. 

Safety Aspects of Industrial 
Radiography for State Regulatory 
Personnel. U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. 

Orientation Course in Licensing 
Practices , U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. 

Health Physics and Radiation 
Protection. Oak Ridge Associated 
Universities. 

Basic Radiological Health, University 
of Texas Health Center. 

X-Ray Compliance Testing, Fort Sam 
Houston. 
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Radiological Incidents Emergency 
Response, Nuclear Test Site—Mercury. 
Nevada. 

Principles of Epidemiology. Centers 
for Disease Control. 

Applied Epidemiology. Centers for 
Disease Control. 

Richard L Welke —8.A. Biology, 
University of Minnesota. 

Medical Use of Radionuclides. June 
1985, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. 

FEMA Nuclear Power Plant Off-Site 
Radiological Accident Assessment 
Course, November 1985. 

FDA Training Course for Diagnostic 
X Ray Compliance Surveys, September 
1984 .* 

NIOSII Nonionizing-Ionizing 
Radiation M3/5HL April 1984. 

Paul E Koehn — KS. Science. Upper 
Iowa University. 

Fundamental Course for Radiological 
Response Teams. March 1985. 

Fundamental Course for Radiological 
Monitors. March 1985. 
c. Experience 

Since receiving a Bachelor of Science 
In Sanitary Engineering from the 
University of Illinois in February. 1957. 
Mr. Eure has been actively engaged as 
an Environmental Health Engineer in the 
field of public health. His experience 
has been primarily in the areas of 
radiological health and water supply 
and pollution control from a technical 
administrative and supervisory aspect. 

In |uly. I960, lie was accepted into the 
Kftgular Corps of the US. Public Health 
Service and was reassigned to the 
University of Texas for graduate 
training in Sanitary Engineering, in 
September of 1961, he received a Master 
of Science Degree in Sanitary 
Engineering with a minor in Bacteriology 
and was subsequently assigned to the 
Occupational Health Division of the 
Texas Department of Health as a 
resident in radiological health. 

In March, 1984. he was assigned to the 
New York City Office of Radiation 
Control A number of potentially 
hazardous situations were investigated 
during this assignment including lost 
radioactivity sources, sale of radium 
pills for internal use and high energy 
accelerator accident involving excessive 
exposure to employees. During the 
course of another occupational health 
investigation it was determined that 
television receivers intended for 
household use were emitting high levels 
of x-radiation. This Ending and 
subsequent investigation efforts 
identified the need for Federal control of 
Electronic Products and resulted in 
Congressional enactment of the 
Radiation Control for Health and Safety 
Act of 1968—Pub. L. 90-002. 


In July 1968. he was assigned to the 
Bureau of Radiological Health 
headquarters in Rockville. Maryland. 

Here he was engaged in emergency 
planning activities and developed a 
model plan which has served as a guide 
for the development of many State 
emergency plans, engaged in regulatory 
activities associated with the Radiation 
Control for Health and Safety Act and 
was assigned successively more 
responsible positions end management 
of a national program of surveillance of 
electronic products. 

In July. 197a he retired from the 
USPHS, and was appointed as the 
Director of Radiological Health at the 
Iowa State Department of Health, Hero 
he established a comprehensive 
program in Radiological Health which is 
now' fully operational In October, 198b 
he was appointed as Director of 
Environmental Health within this 
Department and assumed the 
responsibility of administering programs 
in public health engineering including 
sanitation, consumer safety and work 
related disease in addition to radiation 
protection. He is currently engaged in 
expanding the work related disease 
functions of his section. 

His professional certifications include 
licensed Professional Engineer-Texas, 
Diplomate American Academy of 
Environmental Engineers and Fellow of 
the American Public Health Association. 

Mr. Plater has been employed by the 
Department of Health since 1980 in 
increasingly reasonable positions. Prior 
to coming to Iowa, he was employed by 
the FDA Bureau of Radiological Health 
where he received two ‘‘Commendable 
Service Awards.” 

Mr. Myers has been with the Iowa 
radiation control program since I960. 

Mr. Hokel has been with the program 
since 1983. 

Mr. Koehn joined the program in 
February. 1985. 

Reference: luwa Program Description. 
Apendix IV. B. 

21. Conditions.Applicable to Spiuiol 
Nuclear Material. Source Material and 
Tritium. Nothing in the State's 
regulatory program shall interfere with 
the duties imposed on the holder of the 
materials by the NRC, for example, the 
duty to report to the NRC, on NRC 
prescribed forms (1) transfers of special 
nuclear material, source material and 
tritium and (2) periodic inventory data. 

The State s regulations do not prohibit 
or interfere with the duties imposed by 
the NRC on holders of special nuclear 
material owned by the U.S Department 
of Energy or licensed by NRC. such os 
the responsibility of licensees to supply 
to the NRC reports of transfer and 
inventory. 


Reference: iowa 470-38.1 and 383, 

22. Special Nuclear Materiol Defined. 
The definition of special nuclear 
material in quantities not sufficient to 
form a critical mass, as contained in the 
Iowa Radiation Control Regulations, is 
uniform with the definition in 10 CFR 
Part 150. 

Reference: Iowa 470-38.2, Definition 
of Special Nuclear Material in 
Quantities Not Sufficient to Form a 
Critical Mass. 

Administration 

23. Fair and Impartial Administration . 
The Iowa statute and regulations 
provide for administrative and Judicial 
review of actions taken by the 
Department of Health. 

Reference: Section 136C. The Code, 
Iowa 470-3831, 38.12. 39.58. 4031. 

24. State Agency Designation. The 
Iowa Department of Health has been 
designated as the State's radiation 
control agency. 

References: Section 136, The Code. 

25. Existing NRC Licenses and 
Pending Applications. The Department 
has made provision to continue NRC 
licenses in effect temporarily after the 
transfer of jurisdiction. Such licenses 
will expire either 90 days after receipt 
from the Department of a notice of 
expiration or on the date of expiration 
specified in the Federal license, 
whichever is earlier. 

Reference: Iowa 470-39.53. 

26. Relations with Federal 
Government and Other States . There 
should be an interchange of Federal and 
State information and assistance in 
connection with the issuance of 
regulations and licenses or 
authorizations, inspection of licensees, 
reporting of incidents and violations, 
and training and education problems. 

The proposed agreement declares that 
the State will use its best efforts to 
cooperate with the NRC and the other 
Agreement States In the formulation of 
standards and regulatory programs for 
the protection against hazards of 
radiation and to assure that the State's 
program will continue to be compatible 
with the Commission’s program for the 
regulation of like materials. 

Reference: Governor Brunstad's letter 
dated August 26.1985. Proposed 
Agreement between the State of Iow*a 
and the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. Article VL 

27. Coverage, Amendments. 
Reciprocity. The proposed Iowa 
agreement provides for the assumption 
of regulatory authority over the 
following categories of materials within 
the State: 
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(a) Byproduct materials, as defined by 
Section lle(l) of the Atomic Energy Act. 
as amended. 

(b) Source materials. 

(c) Special nuclear materials in 
quantities not sufficient to form a 
critical mass. 

Reference: Proposed Agreement. 

Article 1. 

Provision has been made by Iowa for 
the reciprocal recognition of licenses to 
permit activities within Iowa of persons 
licensed by other jurisdictions. This 
reciprocity is like that granted under 10 
CFR Part 150. 

Reference: Iowa 470^39J>7. 

28. NHC and Department of Energy 
Contractors. The State's regulations 
provide that certain NRC and DOF. 
contractors or subcontractors are 
exempt Trom the State s requirements for 
licensing and registration of sources of 
radiation which such persons receive, 
ptissess, use, transfer, or acquire. 
Reference: Iowa 470-38.3. 

Ill. Staff Conclusion 

Section 274d of the Atomic F.nergy Act 
of 1954. as amended, states: 

’"The Commission shall enter into an 
<i£tt'eoHmt under subsection b of this section 
with any State if; 

(1) Tire Governor of that State certifies that 
thu Stale has a program for the control of 
radiation hazards adequate to protect the 
public health and safety with respect to the 
materials within the Stale covered by the 
proposed agreement, und that the State 
desires to assume regulatory responsibility 
for such materials: and 

(2) The Commission finds that the State 
program is In accordance with the 
requirements of subsection o. and In all other 
respects compatible with the Commission's 
program for the regulation of such materials, 
and that the State program is adequate to 
protect the public health and safety with 
respect to the materials covered by the 
proposed amendment.” 

The Staff has concluded that the State 
of Iowa meets the requirements of 
section 274 of the AcL The State’s 
statutes, regulations, personnel, 
licensing, inspection and administrative 
procedures are compatible with those of 
the Commission and adequate to protect 
the public health and safety with respect 
to the materials covered by the 
proposed agreement. Since the State is 
not seeking authority over uranium 
milling activities, subsection o. is not 
applicable to the proposed town 
Agreement. 

D : .*i4?d ut Bc'thcsdii. Maryland, this 24th day 
of September 1985. 


For the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. 

G. Wayne Kwr, 

Director. Office of State Programs. 

Appendix A 

Proposed Agreement Between the 
United States Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission and the State of Iowa for 
Discontinuance of Certain Commission 
Regulatory Authority and Responsibility 
Within the State Pursuant to Section 274 
of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954. as 
Amended 

WHEREAS. The United States 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
(hereinafter referred to as the 
Commission) is authorized under section 
274 of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954. as 
amended (hereinafter referred to as the 
Act), to enter into agreements with the 
Ctovemor of any State providing for 
discontinuance of the regulatory 
authority of the Commission within the 
State under Chapters 6, 7, and 8, and 
section 161 of the Act with respect to 
byproduct materials as defined in 
sections lie. (1) and (2) of the Ad, 
source materials, and special nuclear 
materials in quantities not sufficient to 
form a critical mass: and 

WHEREAS, The Governor of the State 
of Iowa is authorized under Chapter 
13BC, Code of Iowa, to enter into this 
Agreement with the Commission: and 

WHEREAS. The Governor of the State 

of Iowa certified on-. 1985, that 

the State of Iowa (hereinafter referred to 
as the State) has a program for the 
control of radiation hazards adequate to 
protect the public health and safety with 
respect to the materials within the State 
covered by this Agreement, and that the 
State desires to assume regulatory 
responsibility for such materials; and 

WHEREAS. The Commission found 

on-, that the program of the State 

for the regulation of the materials 
covered by this Agreement is 
compatible with the Commission's 1 
program for the regulation of such 
materials and is adequate to protect the 
public health and safety: and 

WHEREAS, The State and the 
Commission recognize the desirability 
and importance of cooperation between 
the Commission and the State in the 
formulation of standards for protection 
against hazards of radiation and in 
assuring that State and Commission 
programs Tor protection against hazards 
of radiation will be coordinated and 
compatible: and 

WHEREAS, The Commission and the 
State recognize the desirability of 
reciprocal recognition of licenses and 
exemptions from licensing of those 
materials subject to this Agreement: and 


WHEREAS. This Agreement is 
entered into pursuant to the provisions 
of the Atomic EneTgy Act of 1954. as 
amended: 

NOW, THEREFORE, It is hereby 
agreed between the Commission and the 
Governor of the State, acting in behalf of 
the State, as follows: 

Article I 

Subject to the exceptions provided in 
Articles 11, IV, and V. the Commission 
shall discontinue, as of the effective 
date of this Agreement, the regulatory 
authority of the Commission in the State 
under Chapters 6.7, and 8, and section 
161 of the Act with respect to the 
following materials: 

A. Byproduct materials as defined in 
section lle.(l) of the Act; 

B. Source materials: and 

C. Special nuclear materials in 
quantities not sufficient to form a 
critical mass. 

Article II 

This Agreement does not provide for 
discontinuance of any authority and the 
Commission shall retain authority and 
responsibility with respect to regulation 
of: 

A. The construction and operation of 
any production or utilization facility: 

B. The export from or import into the 
United States of byproduct, source, or 
special nuclear material or of any 
production or utilization facility; 

C. The disposal into the ocean or sea 
of byproduct source, or special nuclear 
waste materials as defined in 
regulations or orders of the Commission; 

D. The disposal of such other 
byproduct, source, or special nuclear 
material as the Commission from time to 
time determines by regulation or order 
should, because of the hazards or 
potential hazards thereof, not be so 
disposed of without a license from the 
Commission; 

E. The land disposal of source, 
byproduct and special nuclear material 
received from other persons; and 

F. The extraction or concentration of 
source material from source material ore 
and the management and disposal of the 
resulting byproduct material. 

Article III 

This Agreement may be amended, 
upon application by the State and 
approval by the Commission, to include 
the additional area(s) specified in 
Article II. paragraph E or F. whereby the 
State can exert regulatory control over 
the materials stated herein. 
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Article IV 

Notwithstanding this Agreement, the 
Commission may from time to time by 
rule, regulations, or order, require that 
the manufacturer, processor, or producer 
of any equipment, device, commodity, or 
other product containing source, 
byproduct, or special nuclear material 
shall not transfer possession or control 
of such product except pursuant to a 
license or an exemption from licensing 
issued by the Commission. 

Article V 

This Agreement shall not affect the 
authority of the Commission under 
subsection 161 b. or i. of the Act to issue 
rules, regulations, or orders to protect 
the common defense and security, to 
protect restricted data or to guard 
against the loss of diversion of special 
nuclear material. 

Article VI 

The Commission will use its best 
efforts to cooperate with the State and 
other Agreement States in the 
formulation of standards and regulatory 
programs of the State and the 
Commission for protection against 
hazards of radiation and to assure that 
State and Commission programs for 
protection agains hazards of radiation 
will be coordinated and compatible. The 
State will use its best efforts to 
cooperate with the Commission and 
other Agreement States in the 
formulation of standards and regulatory 
programs of the State and the 
Commission for protection against 
hazards of radiation and to assure that 
the State’s program will continue to be 
compatible with the program of the 
Commission for the regulation of like 
materials. The State and the 
Commission will use their best efforts to 
keep each other informed of proposed 
changes in their respective rules, and 
regulations and licensing, inspection and 
enforcement policies and criteria, and to 
obtain the comments and assistance of 
the other party thereon. 

Article VU 

The Commission and the State agree 
that it is desirable to provide reciprocal 
recognition of licenses for the material 
listed in Article 1 licensed by the other 
party of by on Agreement State. 
Accordingly, the Commission and the 
State agree to use their best efforts to 
develop appropriate rules, regulations, 
and procedures by which such 
reciprocity w ill be accorded. 

Article VU1 

The Commission, upon its own 
initiative ofter reasonable notice and 
opportunity for hearing to the State, or 


upon request of the Governor of the 
State, may terminate or suspend all or 
part of this agreement and reassert the 
licensing and regulatory authority 
vested in it under the Act if the 
Commission finds that (1) such 
termination or suspension is required to 
protect the public health and safety, or 
(2) the State has not complied with one 
or more of the requirements of section 
274 of the Act. The Commission may 
also, pursuant to section 274j. of the Act. 
temporarily suspend all or part of this 
agreement if. in the judgment of the 
Commission, an emergency situation 
exists requiring immediate action to 
protect public health and safety and the 
State has failed to take necessary steps. 
The Commission shall periodically 
review this Agreement and actions 
taken by the State under this Agreement 
to ensure compliance with section 274 of 
the Act. 

Article IX 

This Agreement shall become 

effective on-, and shall remain in 

effect unless and until such time as it is 
terminated pursuant to Article VIII. 

Done at Washington. District of Columbia, 
in triplicate, this — day of-. I960. 

For the United States Nivclear Regulatory 
Commission. 

Nunxio J. Palladino. Chairman . 

Done at Des Moines. Iowa, in triplicate, 
this-day of-. 1985. 

For the State of Iowa. 

Terry E. Bra ns tad. Governor. 

Appendix B—The Iowa Radiation 
Control Program 

Foreword 

The State of Iowa, while recognizing 
that the scientific medical and industrial 
usage of atomic energy can be beneficial 
to its citizens, is also cognizant of the 
hazards inherent to ionizing radiation. 
With these hazards in mind, and 
considering that the State is committed 
to attain the highest practicable degree 
of protection for the public health from 
the harmful effects of all types of 
radiation, the second session of the 70th 
Iowa General Assembly (1964) enacted 
li.F. 2110 which is an act relating to the 
regulation of radiation machines and 
radiation material. 

Section 274 of the Atomic Energy Act 
of 1954. as amended, authorizes the 
United States Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (NRC) to enter into an 
agreement with the Governor of a state, 
for purposes of enabling that state to 
assume regulatory responsibility' for 
licensing and regulatory control of 
byproduct, source and less than critical 
quantities of special nuclear material. 


Section 136C.11 of 1984 Iowa Act. H.F. 
2110, authorizes the Governor, on behalf 
of the Iowa State Department of Ifeahh 
(ISDH), Division of Disease Prevention. 
Environmental Health Section. 
Radiological Health Program, to enter 
into an agreement with the NRC This 
agreement would provide for the 
discontinuance of certain 
responsibilities of the NRC relating to 
ionizing radiation and the assumption of 
such responsibilities by the State. A 
copy of the subject legislation is 
contained in Appendix I.D. 

Radiation Protection in Iowa 

Prior to 1979 there was no 
comprehensive regulation of x-ray or 
radium within the State of Iowa. 
Enactment of legislation entitled. 
"Radiation Emitting Equipment," which 
became effective January 1.1979. 
enabled the ISDH to assure the safe 
installation, operation, and use of 
radiation emitting equipment through 
the process of rulemaking, registration, 
and inspection. Radiation emitting 
equipment includes sources of ionizing 
radiation, such as x-ray machines, 
accelerators, radium and other 
radioactive material not under the 
jurisdiction of the NRC. 

In implementing this law, the ISDH 
established a radiation control program 
in July 1979 and promulgated rules 
which became effective July 1.1980. 
Although Iowa has made a belated 
appearance on the radiation control 
regulatory scene, it has been obie to 
profit from the knowledge gained by 
other Federal, state, and local programs 
who have been actively engaged in this 
activity for many years. In particular, 
the rules which Iowa adopted were 
directly extracted from those 
recommended by the National 
Conference of Radiation Control 
Program Directors. Inc., and reflect 
several decades of experience by other 
radiation control programs. These rules 
basically address safety requirements 
associated with equipment, but also 
include stipulations regarding maximum 
exposure levels, operating procedures, 
safety instructions, warnings, and 
personnel and patient protection. 

Registration and Inspection 

On July 1.1980, the Environmental 
Health Section's Radiological Health 
Program (RHP) initiated its registration 
program for equipment. As of January 1, 
1984, approximately 2400 possessors of 
almost 5000 healing arts x-ray machines 
have registered their equipment with the 
Department. This number includes all 
healing arts users including hospitals, 
educational institutions, industries, and 
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state and local agencies. In addition, 
there are approximately 80 facilities 
employing non-healing arts x-ray and 20 
possessors, of radium registered as are 
the possessors of 15 particle 
accelerators. Ninety percent of the 
registered facilities fall into the healing 
arts categories. 

In addition to registration, the RHP 
also is conducting comprehensive 
inspections throughout the State. The 
radiation emitting equipment inspected 
to date almost entirely consists of 
diagnostic x-ray machines employed in 
the heating arts. As of April 1.1985. the 
RHP has inspected over 47 percent of 
the x-ray tubes and two radium users. 
Although a wide variety of units were 
inspected, including newly installed 
equipment, major emphasis was given to 
equipment which might pose the 
greatest risk to public health either 
because of its antiquity or improper use. 
Locations of the units and information 
used in prioritizing were obtained from 
the registration program. 

Approximately 17 percent of the units 
inspected thus far have been found to 
possess major items of non-compliance 
such as the absence of a means to limit 
the useful beam of the x-ray to the 
portion of the patient’s body which is of 
clinical interest or the absence of an 
adequate means of protecting the 
operator from radiation exposure. An 
additional 67 percent of the units 
inspected were found to not conform 
with* aspects of the rules of lesser public 
health concern. In most cases these 
minor non-compliances can be rectified 
by establishment of safety procedures 
and other instructional guidance to the 
operator or by adjustment and 
calibration of equipment. All non- 
compliance equipment has either been 
corrected or is in the process of being 
corrected. 

Special Provisions 

The 1979 Iowa law and subsequent 
rules, while diligently following the 
pathway blazed by other states, does 
incorporate several new provisions not 
embarked on by most of the other state 
programs. These new avenues toward 
reducing radiation exposure involve the 
following areas; 

(1) Restricting healing arts screening 
practices; 

(2) Establishing operator training 
requirements; 

(3) Maintaining human exposure to 
radiation at levels which arc as low as 
reasonably achievable; and 

(4) Funding a radiation control 
program from registration/inspection 
fees paid by possessors of radiation 
emitting equipment. 


Healing Arts Screening 

Healing arts screening can be defined 
as the intentional exposure of 
individuals to x-ray for diagnostic 
purposes without the specific and 
individual order of a licensed 
practitioner of the healing arts. The 
Iowa Administrative Code only permits 
that such screening practices be 
conducted with the approval of the 
ISDH. Until the promulgation of these 
rules there was no legal restriction 
against the indiscriminate x-raying of 
persons in the State without involving a 
licensed practitioner. A number of large 
industrial employers were regularly 
hiring out-of-state mobile x-ray services 
to conduct annual chest x-ray 
examinations which were in some cases 
required by the employer or in one 
instance an employee benefit included 
in the labor contract. The degree of 
scrutiny given to analyzing the x-ray 
films obtained from these screening 
practices or of assuring the provision of 
the diagnostic information retrieved 
from the individuals* personal 
physicians is highly suspect, 
implementation of these regulatory 
provisions has significantly decreased 
the observed instances of unwarranted 
healing arts screening. 

These rules are intended to minimize, 
if not preclude, the screening which is 
conducted randomly and arbitrarily, and 
without appropriate pre-selection. Such 
pre-selection would include the 
identification of positive reactors to 
tuberculin skin tests, or other 
individuals who have a demonstrated 
increased risk to disease for which x-ray 
diagnosis is appropriate. For instance, 
ISDH approval can be and has been 
justified for chest x-ray screening of 
workers exposed to asbestos or silicon 
dusts. 

X-ray examination at the discretion 
and prerogative of an examining 
licensed practitioner who needs such 
radiographic information for diagnostic 
purposes would not. of course, be 
healing arts screening and, therefore, 
not subject to restriction. This 
requirement would hopefully serve to 
reduce unnecessary x-ray exposure to 
the public by reducing the number of x- 
rays taken for purposes of legal liability, 
insurance claims, workman’s 
compensation, or otherwise where the 
probability of receiving healing arts 
benefits is extremely remote. 

Operator Training Requirements 

January 12.1983, is the effective date 
for the State “Minimum Training 
Standards far Diagnostic 
Radiographers** (470~42.1(138C)). This 
rule applies to operators of diagnostic x- 


ray equipment employed in the healing 
arts other than dentistry or veterinary 
medicine. Licensed practitioners in 
medicine, osteopathy, chiropractic or 
podiatry also are not covered under the 
rules. The standard establishes training 
requirements for two categories of 
diagnostic radiographers. General and 
Limited. 

General diagnostic radiographers are 
those who may apply x-ray to any 
portion of the human body to obtain a 
radiograph. Successful completion of a 
two-year training program identical to 
that which is necessary to obtain 
national certification is required for the 
General category. 

The Limited category would include 
those individuals who only radiograph 
specific portions of the human body, 
such as chests, extremities or in the 
practice of chiropractic or podiatry. The 
training programs for Limited diagnostic 
radiographers must be specifically 
recognized by the ISDH and are not 
expected to exceed approximately 80 
hours total class time. 

The Conditional diagnostic 
radiographer category would be made 
available only by special exemption 
from these rules and would be 
temporary in nature. Typically such an 
exemption may be provided to afford a 
short but reasonable period of time, for 
an individual to commence an 
acceptable training program. It is 
difficult to conceive of a situation in 
which a long term exemption permitting 
a Conditional diagnostic radiographer 
could be justified. Hopefully, this 
exemption will enable the timely 
training of operators without undue 
interference with the provision of 
healing arts services. 

As Low As Reasonably Achievable 

As an adjunct to its compliance 
program, the ISDH is participating in a 
radiological health Initiative with the 
Food and Drug Administration's (FDA) 
Bureau of Radiological Health by 
disseminating educational material on 
unnecessary radiation exposure in the 
healing arts. This information has been 
provided to practitioners and other 
healing arts facilities for distribution to 
patients. 

This program involves the distribution 
of consumer information packets to all 
types of healing arts facilities including 
medical doctors, osteopathic doctors, 
chiropractors, dentists, hospitals, clinics, 
and numerous specialty type facilities 
such as podiatry, gynecology, urology, 
interna) medicine, neurology and 
surgery. The program is scheduled to 
continue indefinitely with radiation 
inspectors and other field personnel 
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distributing the packed. The information 
being disseminated is not new. It has 
lung been recognized in the field of 
radiation protection. The new aspect of 
this program is that it emphasizes the 
role of the consumer in protection 
effects. 

Since this program so very directly 
relates to diagnostic x-rays, a valuable 
tool of the healing arts, it seems only 
appropriate that dissemination of this 
information be closely associated with 
healing arts facilities. 

The ISDH also is cooperating with the 
FDA in its “Dental Exposure 
Normalization Technique” 

This activity is primarily directed 
towards reducing patient exposure 
through quality assurance programs at 
dental facilities. The Iowa Dental 
Association has expressed its supporl of 
this program and is actively nurturing 
cooperation within the dental 
community. 

Further emphasis towards 
encouraging reduction in patient 
exposure from medical x-ray procedures 
through voluntary quality assurance 
program emphasis is contemplated for 
the future. Physical demonstration of 
financial, as well as patient exposure 
savings, is expected to be an effective 
method of obtaining cooperation from 
the community. 

The activities of the RHP are 
supported, to a large degree, from fees 
paid by registrants of radiation emitting 
equipment. This method of fiscal support 
is based on the statutory requirement for 
fees in amounts sufficient to defray the 
cost of administering this program. The 
apportionment of fees approximates as 
closely as possible the ISDII resources 
necessary to administer this program in 
relation to each registrant. In developing 
the fee. we attemped to maintain 
consistency with fees other states were 
charging for equipment as well as the 
method employed in assessing these 
fees. The fee schedule as it now exists is 
our best estimate of what is needed to 
defray the cost of this regulatory 
program. The variation in the fees 
reflects differences in equipment 
complexity and potential public health 
impact moderated by an equalizing 
tendency of an overall registration 
program. The person having legal 
possession of radiation emitting 
equipment is considered the registrant 
of that equipment and the person 
responsible for paying the fee. Fees 
range from $20.00 for an individual 
industrial x-ray unit to a maximum of 
$250.00 for facilities possessing 16 or 
more medical x-ray machines. 


Other Activities 

Basically the Iowa RHP is similar to 
those being implemented in most other 
states, with the slight exception of the 
features described above. Currently, 
major emphasis is being given to 
reducing exposure from diagnostic x-ray 
because of its overall contribution to 
that total populations's exposure from 
man-made radiation sources. 

In addition to fulfilling its 
responsibilities under the Radiation 
Emitting Equipment Act. the Agency 
also serves to provide State government 
with radiological health expertise, 
particularly in the event of nuclear 
emergencies. This activity involves 
consulting with other agencies on such 
subjects as transportation of radioactive 
material, low-level radioactive waste 
disposal, radioactive contamination, 
protective action guides for 
radioactively contaminated agriculture 
products and medical radiological 
response, in the unlikely event of a 
nuclear emergency in Iowa, personnel 
from the Environmental Health Section 
would report to the State Emergency 
Operations Center and primarily 
perform the following functions: 

1. Receive and interpret data 
regarding radioactivity releases to the 
environment or the potential for such 
releases: 

2. Perform calculations to ascertain 
the resultant levels of radioactivity 
affecting persons; 

3. Evaluate the impact of these 
radioactivity levels of the public health: 
and 

4. Translate this health physics 
evaluation to the decision makers and 
assist them in making protective action 
decisions. 

In addition to this formalized 
response, the agency also provides 
consultative and training services to the 
public and regulated sectors relating to 
radiation safety. Investigations of 
complaints, minor accidents and 
suspected radiation problems are 
conducted on request as staff and 
resource limitations permit. 

New Legislation 

The second session of the 70th Iowa 
General Assembly (1984) passed ILF. 
2110 (Appendix LD). This legislation 
provides the authority for the Governor 
to enter into an agreement for the 
assumption of certain licensing and 
regulatory functions of the NRC. Rules 
which will facilitate the transition of 
authority from the NRC to the State 
radiation control group have been 
promulgated. We are aware of the need 
to periodically update rules to maintain 
compatibility. Work is underway to 


address appropriate revisions of the 
current rules. Draft rule changes will be 
submitted to NRC for review and 
comment. 

Organization, Functions and 
Responsibility 

The 18th General Assembly of Iowa 
established a State Board of Health in 
March 1880. The purpose of the Board 
was to provide for collecting vital 
statistics, to assign certain duties to 
local boards of health, and to punish 
neglect of duties. The Board consisted of 
nine members which included the State 
Attorney General, one civil engineer, 
and several physicians. 

The State Board of Health and State 
Department of Health first appeared in 
the Iowa Code in 1897. The current 
legislation for this Board and 
Department is: 

1. Chapter 138, The Code, stipulates 
that the Board is the policy making body 
for the Department of Health having 
powers and duties to: 

a. Consider and study the entire field 
of legislation and administration 
concerning public health, hygiene and 
sanitation. 

b. Advise the Department relative to: 

i. The causes of disease and 
epidemics and the effect of locality, 
employment and living conditions upon 
public health 

ii. The sanitary conditions in the 
educational, charitable, correction and 
penal institutions in the State 

iii. Communicable and infectious 
disease including zoonotic diseases, 
quarantine and isolation, venereal 
diseases, antitoxins and vaccines, 
housing and vital statistics 

c. Establish policies governing the 
performance of the Department in the 
discharge of any duties imposed on it by 
low. 

d. Establish policies for the guidance 
of the Commissioner in the discharge of 
his duties. 

e. Investigate the conduct of the work 
of the Department and for this purpose it 
shall have access at any time to all 
books, papers, documents and records 
of the Department. 

f. Advise or make recommendations 
to the Governor or General Assembly 
relative to public health, hygiene and 
sanitation. 

g. Adopt, promulgate, amend and 
repeal rules and regulations consistent 
with law for the protection of public 
health and for the guidance of the 
Department. All rules which have been 
or are hereafter adopted by the 
Department shall be subject to approval 
by the Board. 









Federal Register / VoL 50, No. 204 / Tuesday, October 22. 1985 / Notices 42805 


2. Chapter 135, The Code, stipulates 
that the Commissioner of Public Health 
is the head of the State Department of 
Health having the power and duties to: 

a. Exercise general supervision over 
the public health, promote public 
hygiene and sanitation and, unless 
otherwise provided, enforce the laws 
relating to same. 

b. Conduct campaigns for the people 
in hygiene and sanitation. 

c. Issue monthly health bulletins 
containing fundamental health 
principles and other data deemed of 
public interest. 

d. Make investigations and surveys 
with respect to the causes of disease 
and epidemics and the effect of locality, 
employment, and living conditions on 
the public health. 

c. Make inspections of the sanitary 
conditions in the educational, 
charitable, correctional, and penal 
institutions in the State. 

f. Make inspections of the sanitary 
conditions in any locality of the State 
upon written petition of five or more 
citizens from said locality and issue 
directions for the improvement of the 
same which shall be executed by the 
local board. 

g. Establish, publish, and enforce a 
code of rules governing the installation 
of plumbing in cities. 

h. Exercise general supervision of the 
administration of the housing law and 
give aid to the local authorization in the 
enforcement of the same. 

i. Enforce the law relative to the 
“Practice of Certain Professions 
Affecting the Public Health." 

j. Establish and maintain such 
divisions in the Department as are 
necessary for the proper enforcement of 
the laws administered by it including a 
division on contagious and infectious 
disease, a division of venereal disease, a 
division of vital statistics and a division 
of examinations and licenses: but the 
various services of the Department shall 
be so consolidated as to eliminate 
unnecessary personnel and make 
possible the carrying on of the functions 
of the Department under the most 
economical methods. 

k. Establish, publish and enforce rules 
nut inconsistent with law for the 
enforcement of the provisions of this 
title and for the enforcement of the 
various laws, the administration and 
supervision of which are imposed upon 
the Department. 

L Establish standards for issuing 
permits and exercise control over the 
distribution of venereal disease 
prophylactics distributed by methods 
not under the direct supervision of a 
’icensed physician under Chapters 148, 
150 or 150A or a pharmacist license 


under 147. Any person selling, offering 
for sale or giving away any venereal 
disease prophylatic in violation of the 
standards established by the 
Department shall be fined not exceeding 
five hundred dollars and the Department 
shall revoke this permit. 

m. Administer the statewide public 
health nursing and homemaker-home 
health aide programs by approving 
grants of state funds to the local boards 
of health and county boards of 
supervisors and by providing guidelines 
for the approval of the grants and 
allocations of the State funds. 

The Department has two assistants to 
the Commissioner who are responsible 
for (1) Central Administation and 
Professional Licensure, and (2) Health 
Planning and Development. There are 
also four division directors responsible 
for (1) Health Facilities. (2) Disease 
Prevention, (3) Personal and Family 
Health, and (4) Community Health. A 
chart showing the present organization 
of the Department of Health is contained 
in Appendix HA. 

Funding for the Department is both 
State and Federal. Federal Block Grants 
are used to fund many of the 
Department's programs. Funds for the 
RHP are 19 percent Federal contract 
money, 40 percent from registration fees 
and 41 percent state funds. 

Although our legislation to regulate 
radiation producing machines and 
radioactive materials does not mandate 
the appointment of an advisory 
committee, such a committee has been 
appointed by the Commissioner of 
Health and is called the Ad Hoc 
Committee on Rules for Radiation 
Emitting Equipment. The current 
committee is made up of 20 individuals 
representing engineering, diagnostic 
radiography, nuclear medicine, 
dentistry, veterinary medicine, 
chiropractic, podiatry, manufacturers, 
industry, allied health organizations and 
public interest groups. Appendix 111 is a 
list of the membership of the present 
committee. This committee’s 
responsibilities are to act as a techincat 
resource and a review mechanism for 
rules promulgated by the Department. 
The committee is strictly advisory and 
final decisions are reserved for the 
Commissioner based on staff 
recommendations. Any conflict of 
interest on the part of the advisory 
committee would be taken into 
consideration in the staff review. The 
RHP of the Environmental Health 
Section has the authority to regulate the 
use of all sources of ionizing radiation, 
except those it may exempt or are under 
the jurisdiction of the Federal 
government. A chart showing the 
organization of the Environmental 


Health Section is shown in Appendix 
IIB. 

All members of the RHP staff have 
experience in health physics and are in 
the process of receiving specialized 
training relating to radioactive 
materials. Professional staff including 
both new and existing personnel will 
continue attending NRC training courses 
as they become available to attain and 
maintain a high level of technical 
competency. Responsibilities, 
background and experience of radiation 
control personnel are given in Appendix 
IV. 

The RHP is within the Environmental 
Health Section of the Division of 
Disease Prevention. The Section 
Director is responsible for signing 
licenses and overall general supervision 
of the Program. The Coordinator of the 
RHP will be responsible for supervising 
the review of license applications and 
the justification and writing of all 
licenses. This individual will also 
review all inspection reports and be 
responsible for corresponding with 
licensees to advise them of items of non- 
compliance found during inspections 
and eliciting compliance. The 
Coordinator will spend one-third of a 
person-year on agreement state program 
activities. A senior staff member of the 
RHP will be responsible for conducting 
license application review and 
preparation of licenses. He will have 
lead responsibility for inspection of 
licensees and investigation of incidents 
pertaining to radioactive materials. This 
staff person will also be an integral part 
of all emergency response efforts. It is 
anticipated that a major portion of this 
individual's time will be spent on the 
agreement state program. Prior to 
consummation of the agreement a 
position will be estabished to provide 
secretarial support for this program. It is 
also anticipated that the RHP 
professional staff will be trained and 
used in the radioactive materials 
program to do routine inspections. It is 
expected that the total personnel time 
devoted to the radioactive materials 
program will be at least two-person- 
years. 

Within Ipwo the Departments of 
Health. Water. Air and Waste 
Management. Transportation and the 
Bureau of Labor also have authority 
regarding radioactive materials. To 
avoid duplication of effort, promote 
coordiation of radiation protection 
activities and assure uniform regulation 
and timely investigation of all 
potentially hazardous situations 
resulting from radioactive material, 
appropriate interagency agreements are 
necessary. The Iowa Code (Appendix 
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fB) permits shite anj local government!* 
in Iowa to make efficient use of their 
powers by enabling them to provide 
joint services and facilitate with other 
agencies and to cooperate in other ways 
of mutual advantage. To consolidate the 
radiological health activities the hjwa 
State Deportment of Health has entered 
into 28E Agreements with the 
Department of Water, Air and Waste 
Management, the Department of 
Transportation and the Bureau of Libor. 
Appendix 1B.1, 2 and 3 contains copies 
of the subject legislation and a copy of 
each of the 2dE agreements. 

Scape of Activities 

The RHP administers the regulatory 
program associated with licensing of 
radio-active materials and registration 
of radiation machines, special projects 
and emergency response. Chapter 13GC. 
The Code, (Attachment I. D) outlines the 
Department's duties. General laboratory 
services for the State are provided by 
•he University Hygienic Laboratory 
(UHL} at the University of Iowa, town 
City. Laboratory analysts needed by the 
RHP would be provided by the UHL 
through n contractual agreement to he 
established prior to the signing of the 
NRC agreement. Also, as part of this 
contractual agreement we will make 
provision to obtain environmental 
surveillance data generated by UHL. 

Base on «i review of NRC licensees in 
Iowa it would appear that there is not 
an immediate need for the RHP to have 
environmental surveillance capabilities. 
As wti progress into the agreement state 
program, should the need arise, we will 
take whatever action is necessary to 
verify environmental surveillance data 
providf*d by a licensee or to conduct 
environmental surveillance activities to 
determine if a public health problem 
exists end to determine the extent of 
such a problem. 

Witlun Iowa there are 5^51 registered 
radiation machine tubes whit h includes 
2,752 dental tubes, 1.822 medical tubes. 
398 chiropractic tubes, 88 podiatry 
tiibi’fi. and 195 tubes used for non¬ 
healing arts purposes. These tubes are 
all contained in 2.451 registered 
facilities. There are 27 linear 
accelerators registered with the 
Program. Eighteen am used for medical 
therapy put poses and nine are used fur 
industrial purposes. We also have 24 
facilities registered who use NARM 
products. As of March 1.1985, there are 
172 NRC licenses in Iowa. It is 
anticipated that the Slate will assume 
approximately 170 of lbe.se licenses. 

At this time, the Slate does not wish 
to assume authority over uranium 
milling activities or the commercial 
disposal of low level radioactive waste. 


The State, however, reserves tin? right to 
apply at a future date to NRG for an 
amended Agreement to assume 
authority in these areas. 

Regulatory Procedures and Policy 

Licensing and Registration 

Chapter 13GC. The Code, requires 
licensing of all radioactive materials and 
radiation machines except for sources of 
radiation which are specifically 
exempted by rule. Fees are charged fur 
radiation machine registration os set 
forth in 470-38.13(1) of our Radiation 
Emitting Equipment Rules, Title IV. 470- 
36.13(2) sets forth the provision that a 
license and inspection lee for 
radioactive materials will be based on 
the provisions of 10 OH Part 17a 

Licensing procedures are being 
developed and will be consistent with 
those of the NRC A draft licensing 
application and sample forms contained 
in Appendix V will be used in 
conjunction with licensing and 
regulatory guides patterned after NRC 
documents. 

General licenses are provided by rule 
without filing an application with the 
Department or the issuance of a 
licensing document. General licenses 
will be issued for specified materia 1 m 
under specified conditions when it is 
determined that the issuance of specific 
licenses rs not necessary to protect the 
public health and safety. Specific 
licenses or amendments thereto will be 
issued upon review and approval of an 
application. A specific license will be 
issued only to named persons or 
facilities under the supervision of a 
named person and will incorporate 
appropriate conditions and expiration 
date. A pre-licensing inspection will be 
conducted when appropriate. 

The Department will establish a 
subcommittee of our Ad Hoc Committee 
on Rules for Radiation Emitting 
Equipment and seek its advice and 
consultation regarding all applications 
for non-routine medical use of 
radioactive materials. Appropriate 
research protocols will be required as a 
part of such an application. The 
Department will maintain knowledge of 
current developments, techniques and 
procedures for medical use applicable to 
the licensing program through 
continuing contact and information 
exchange with tire NRC other 
agreement states and the medical 
profession. 

The registration and inspection 
program for radiation producing 
machines will continue and the use and 
inspect loci of NARM will be phased into 
the radioactive materials program. 


Inspection Program 

The Department has on Inspection/ 
compliance program for radiation 
machines which is similar to that which 
will be established for the radioactive 
materials program. Inspections for the 
purpose of evaluating radiation safety 
and determining compliance with 
appropriate rules and provisions of 
licenses will be conducted as scheduled 
or in response to requests or complaints. 
Inspection frequency will be based upon 
the extent of the potential hazard and 
experience with the particular facility. 
Inspection priorities may be changed on 
a case-by-case basis consistent with 
current NRC practices. It is anticipated 
that the state inspection of licensees will 
be conducted in accordance with the 
following inspection frequency chart 



All license type/inspection frequency 
not covered above will be inspected 
based on NRG criteria. 

Inspections will be conducted on an 
unannounced basis unless the 
Department determines that an 
announced inspection is more 
appropriate. Written inspection 
procedures developed with NRC 
guidance will be followed in conducting 
inspections and preparing reports. 

The RHP has personnel trained in 
regulatory practice and procedures. 
Additionally, program personnel 
continue to accompany NRC inspectors 
during their field inspections in Iowa to 
gain a higher degree of competency in 
evaluating radiation safety and to 
determine compliance with appropriate 
regulations and license provisions. 
Inspections will include the observation 
of pertinent facilities, operators and 
eqsipraent: a review of the pertinent 
records and of radioactive materials'— 
all as appropriate to the scope of the 
activity, conditions of the license and 
applicable rules. In addition, 
in dr pendent measurements will be 
made as appropriate. 

At the start and contusion of an 
inspection, personal contact will be 
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made at management levels whenever 
possible. Following the inspection, 
results will be discussed with 
management. Prompt investigations and 
reports will be mude of all reported or 
alleged incidents to determine the cause, 
the steps to be taken for correction, and 
the prevention of similar incidents in the 
future. 

Compliance and Enforcement 

Compliance with rules and license 
conditions will be determined by 
inspections and evaluation of inspection 
reports. When there are items of non- 
compliance. the licensee or registrant 
will be informed at the time of 
inspection as follows: 

1. When the items are minor and die 
licensee or registrant agrees at the time 
of inspection to correct them, written 
inspection Findings will be prepared 
which will list the items of non- 
compliance. confirm any corrections 
made during the inspection, and require 
acknowledgment by the person 
interviewed. The licensee or registrant 
will be informed that a review of any 
corrective action items will be 
conducted at the time of the next regular 
inspection or by o reinspection. 

2. When the non-compliance is 
considered serious, the person 
interviewed will be informed at the time 
of the inspection. Written notification of 
inspection findings will be sent to the 
licensee or registrant which will 
delineate the items of non-compliance 
and require a written response within 30 
day8 of the written notification date. 

The response from the license or 
registrant shall include a correction 
action plan and a timetable which will 
outline the completion dates for 
correcting all non-compliance items. 

3. If no reply is received to the initial 
written notification within the specified 
time, a regulatory' letter will be sent to 
management. This letter will order 
compliance and advise that if corrective 
action is not initiated, the Department 
will seek appropriate penalties and 
direct remedial relief. 

4. Continued non-compliance as 
determined by a reinspection, if 
appropriate, or by failure tu respond 
with»n five days of the regulator)’ letter 
could result in Departmental action as 
outlined in 470-38.9(5) of uur Radiation 
Emitting Equipment Rules. Title IV. The 
Departmental action may include one or 
« combination of the following: 

a. Impound or order the impounding of 
radioactive material in accordance* with 
Iowa Code. Section 13GC.5 Subsection 5. 

b. Impose an appropriate civil penalty. 

c Revoke a radioactive material* 

license. 


d. Request the County Attorney or the 
Attorney General to sack court action to 
enjoin violations and seek conviction for 
a simple misdemeanor. 

e. Take enforcement action that the 
Department feels appropriate and 
necessary and is authorized by luw. 

The Department uses its best efforts 
to attain compliance through 
cooperation and education prior to 
initiating the formal legal procedures 
outlined above. 

Upon request by a licensee or upon 
the determination by the Department, 
the terms and conditions of a license 
may be amended, consistent with our 
legislation or rules, to meet changing 
conditions in operations or to remedy 
technicalities of non-compliance. 

Effective Date of License 

Any person who possesses a license 
for agreement materials issued by the 
* NRC. on the effective date of the 
agreement with the NRC shall be 
deemed to possess a like license issued 
by the Department which shall expire 
either 90 days after the receipt from the 
Department of a notice of expiration of 
such license or on the date of expiration 
specified in the Federal license, 
whichever is earlier. 

Administrative Procedures 

The basic standards of procedures for 
administrative agencies in the State of 
Iowa arc set forth in Chapter 17A. The 
Code (copy in Attachment LA). The 
Department will follow the provisions of 
this Chapter, Chapter 136C. The Code, 
which is the act relating to the 
Regulation of Radiation Machines and 
Radioactive Material and the 
Department's Radiation Emitting 
Equipment Rules Title IV. with respect 
to hearings, issuance of orders and 
judicial review of findings. 

Compatibility and Reciprocity 

In promulgating the present Radiation 
Emitting Equipment Rules. Title IV. the 
Department has. insofar as practicable, 
maintained compatibility with NRC and 
agreement state regulations, hus 
avoided requiring dual licensing and has 
provided for reciprocal recognition of 
other agreement states and Federal 
licensees. 

Through these rules the State has 
adopted radiation protection standards 
ami will strive to maintain compatibility 
with NRC and other agreement states. 
The Department will also cooperate 
with NRC and oilier agreement state* in 
interchanging information and statistics 
relating to control of radioactive 
materials. 


Interagency Agreements 

Interagency agreements* are provided 
for in Chapter 28E. The Code, (copy in 
Appendix IB). Currently the JSDH has 
28E Agreements with the Iowa Bureau of 
Labor, the low® Department of 
Transportation, and Ihe Iowa 
Department of Water, Air and Waste 
Management. (Copies of each agreement 
are attached to appropriate legislation in 
Appendix IB.I, 2 and 3.) The purpose of 
each is to avoid duplication of effort and 
to promote coordination of radiation 
protection activities: assure uniform 
regulation of the use. manufacture, 
production, distribution, sale, transport, 
transfer, installation, repair, receipt, 
acquisition, ownership and possession 
of radioactive materials from a 
radiological health and safety 
standpoint relating to the exposure of 
individuals, and to assure timely 
investigation of all potentially 
hazardous situations resulting from 
radioactive material 

Radiation Laboratory Services 

The RHP has or will be obtaining the 
equipment to have the capability of 
evaluating aomplrs collected during 
routine inspections and for making 
independent measurements. The current 
equipment the program has is listed in 
Appendix VI. We have included in our 
1905-86 budget request $10,500.00 for 
new equipment which will include 
additional ion chambers, alpha 
detection process, a neutron 
measurement device, audihle personnel 
monitoring devices, etc. Wc have a good 
working relationship with Iowa State 
University (ISU). the University of lawn 
(U of I), and the University (Stutr) 
Hygienic Laboratory [UHL] Th» «*e 
Institutions have vary good rudiution 
mensurement inventories and in the past 
we have been able to borrow equipment 
as the need arises. All instruments used 
for Inspection and emergency response 
will be calibrated on the binds 
recommended by NRC 

Iowa has an environmental 
surveillance program. It is conducted by 
the State University Hygienic 
Laboratory (UHL) and iucludua 
radiological analyses oi air, surface and 
drinking waters and milk samples taken 
St ate-wide. The UHL al*o conducts a 
radiological surveillance program 
around the Duane Arnold power reactor 
site under contract with NRC. If. in the 
future, the State licenses a facility 
huvtng b potential for a significant 
radiological impact upon the 
environment, the Slate luis the 
capability to develop a site-specific 
environmental surveillance program. 
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The Iowa enabling legislation empowers 
the State to charge the licensee a fee to 
recover the costs of such a program. 

The three institutions mentioned 
above have the capability to do gamma 
spectroscopy and gross alpha-beta 
counting of environmental sample. In 
most cases UHL will be used because it 
is the agency which provides laboratory 
services for the State of Iowa. If the 
UHL is unable to perform necessary 
tests, assistance will be requested from 
the appropriate Federal agency. 

Emergency Response 

The RHP hos technically trained 
personnel and specialized equipment to 
investigate and evaluate incidents 
involving ionizing radiation. The 
program continues to prepare for such 
response by providing the following: 

1. Trained staff for advisement 
required to meet any given situation. 

2. Trained and equipped staff for 
emergency field activities. If the 
magnitude to the incident would be too 
great, assistance could be obtained from 
the three state emergency response 
teams which are located at ISU. U of I 
and UHL 

3. Transportation to the incident site 
via private auto or by any type of state 
mode of transportation which would be 
necessary for prompt response. 

4. Established liaison with appropriate 
Federal officials. 

5. Training of key personnel of other 
State/local agencies. 

Radiological assistance in the form of 
monitoring, liaison with appropriate 
authorities and recommendations for 
area security and cleanup are provided 
by the Department. All program 
personnel will be maintained at an 
operation-ready level of training. This 
will be accomplished by training 
received in house and from Federal 
agencies. 

Appendix VILA is the portion of the 
Nuclear Power Plant Emergency Plant 
Response criteria of the Iowa 
Emergency Plan which relates to the 
ISDH activities. The Plan addresses only 
off-site releases from fixed nuclear 
facilities. Upon review you will note that 
it is the responsibility of the Department 
to advise the lowaOffice of Disaster 
Services (ODS) of the extent of the 
hazard to the public health and safety 
and recommend protective actions as 
necessary. 

In Appendix VIIB is the portion of 
Annex E of the Iowa Emergency Plan 
which outlnies the telephone procedure 
for a radioactive material incident. This 
Annex is currently being revised to 
address State actions to be taken 
regarding radioactive material spills, 
overexposurcs, transportation accidents. 


fires or explosions, theft, etc., and to 
update the guidance materials 
incorporated into the plan. All licensees 
will be given a copy of Annex E and 
instructed in the proper method of 
reporting incidents. 

|FR Doc. 85-23305 Filed 9-30-85; 8:45 am) 
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Advisory Committee on Reactor 
Safeguards; Proposed Meetings 

In order to provide advance 
information regarding proposed public 
meetings of the ACRS Subcommittees 
and meetings of the full Committee, the 
following preliminary schedule is 
published to reflect the current situation, 
taking into account additional meetings 
which have been scheduled and 
meetings which have been postponed or 
cancelled since the last list of proposed 
meetings published September 24,1985 
J50 FR 38727). Those meetings which arc 
definitely scheduled have had, or will 
have, an individual notice published in 
the Federal Register approximately 15 
days (or more) prior to the meeting. It is 
expected that the sessions of the full 
Committee meeting designated by an 
asterisk (*) will be open in whole or in 
part to the public. ACRS full Committee 
meetings begin at 8:30 a.m. and 
Subcommittee meetings usually begin ut 
8:30 a.m. The time when items listed on 
the agenda will be discussed during full 
Committee meetings and when 
Subcommittee meetings will start will be 
published prior to each meeting. 
Information as to whether a meeting has 
been firmly scheduled, cancelled, or 
rescheduled, or whether changes have 
been made in the agenda for the 
November 1985 ACRS full Committee 
meeting can be obtained by a prepaid 
telephone call to the Office of the 
Executive Director of the Committee 
(telephone 202/634-3265. ATTN: 

Barbara Jo White) between 8:15 a.m. 
and 5:00 p.m.. Eastern Time. 

ACRS Subcommittee Meetings 

faint Waste Management and Metal 
Components, October 24 and 25,1985, 
Washington. DC. The Subcommittees 
will review NRC’s: (1) High-Level 
Radioactive Waste Program: 
Programmatic Overview and 
Approach—Products, Activities and 
Schedules; (2) Definition of High-Level 
Radioactive Wastes; (3) General 
Technical Approach to Indentify 
Licensing Information Needs—Overview 
of Performance Assessment 
Methodologies and Issues: (4) Final 
Waste Form Package Reliability Generic 
Technical Position: and (5) High-Level 
Radwaste Form and Container Materials 


Research and Technical Assistance 
Programs. 

Beaver Volley Power Station Unit 2, 
November 1,1985, Coraopolis. PA. The 
Subcommittee will review the 
application of the Duqucsne Light 
Company for an operating license for 
Beaver Valley Unit 2. 

Regulatory Policies and Practices, 
November 1,1985. Washington, DC. The 
Subcommittee will discuss SECY-85-20.3 
and recommendations made by Judge 
Cotter of the ASLBP and OPE related to 
the establishment of an incident 
investigation organization within NRC 

Reactor Operations . November 4, 

1985. Washington, DC. The 
Subcommittee will review recent 
operuting experience. 

CE/Palo Verde, November 5.1985, 
Washington, DC. The Subcommittee will 
review: (1) Arizona Nuclear Power’s test 
program experience on Unit 1, and (2) 
portions of CE's design of decay heat 
removal system. 

Long Range P/an for NRC , November 
6.1985, Washington. DC. The 
Subcommittee will continue discussions 
on developing comments on a long range 
plan for the NRC. Topics to be discussed 
are primarily technical issues related to 
the regulations of nuclear power plant 
safety and safety regulation over the 
next 5 to 10 years. 

Joint Reliability and Probabilistic 
Assessment and Safety Philosophy . 
Technology, and Criteria, November 0, 
1985 (tentative), Washington, DC. The 
Subcommittees will: (1) Continue the 
review to the two-year trial use of the 
Proposed Safety Goal Policy. (2) review 
the NRC Staff proposed resolution for 
USI A-17. “System Interactions in 
Nuclear Power Plants/’ and (3) review 
the status of the ongoing NRC Staff 
work on steam generator overfill. 

Millstone Point Units 1-3, November 
18, and 19, 1985, Waterford. CN. The 
Subcommittee will review the Northeast 
Nuclear Energy Company’s application 
for conversion of the Provisional 
Operating License to a Full-Term 
Operating License for Unit 1. 

Emergency Core Coaling Systems, 
November 22.1985, Washington, DC. 
The Subcommittee will continue Its 
review of the proposed revision of 10 
CFR 50.46 and Appendix K. 

Human Factors, November 25 and 28, 
1985, Washington. DC. The 
Subcommittee will complete its review 
of current reoctor operator 
requalification procedures and initiate 
review of proposed finul rulemaking on 
10 CFR Part 55 and three related 
Regulatory Guides. 

Decay Heat Removal Systems, 
December 2 (tentative) and 3.1985. 
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Washington DC. On December 2 the 
Subcommittee will discuss the issue of 
AFW reliability, and on December 3 the 
Subcommittee will continue the review 
of the NRR resolution position for USI 
A-^15, “Shutdown Decay Heat Removal 
Requirement/* 

Qualification Progmrn for Safety• 
Related Equipment. December 4.1965. 
Washington. DC The Subcommittee will 
discuss resolution and implementation 
of USI A-*6. 

Emergency Co re •Cooling Systems , 
December 10 and 11.1985, Palo Alto. 

CA The Subcommittee will continue the 
review of the joint NRC/B&WOG/EPRI/ 
B&W joint 1ST Program. A visit is 
planned to the EPRI-sponsored facilities 
supporting this Program and the 
Stanford Research Institute and Science 
Applications. Inc. 

Quality and Quality Assurance In 
Design and Construction. December 13. 
1085. Washington, DC. The 
Subcommittee will discuss with the NRC 
Staff such programs at CAT. IDVP, IDI. 
and readiness review to ensure quality 
in nuclear plant design and construction. 
Further, a discussion with the Staff of 
their program to deal with allegations at 
tha Ol stage (i.e.. Comanche Peak). 
FmphasJS should be on comparing the 
resources required by the various 
programs and the effectiveness of the 
programs in assuring quality of plant 
design, construction and readiness tor 
operation. 

Safety Research Program, February 
12. 1986 (tentative). Washington. DC. 

The Sub committee will continue its 
review of the NRC Safety Research 
program and budget and will also 
discuss a Final diaft of the ACRS report 
to the Congress 

Fort St. Vrain, Date to be determined 
(November/December), near Longmont, 
CO. The Subcommittee will tour the 
facility, explore technical problems 
addressed during the recent extended 
outage, and discuss management 
changes made as a result of the 
licensee's independent assessment of 
management controls. 

Human Factor. Date to be determined 
(December). Washington. DC. The 
Subcommittee will explore methods for 
deciding what actions should be 
automated In nuclear power plant 
operations. 

Reliability and Probabilistic 
Assessment. Date to be determined 
(Fall, tentative). Washington. DC The 
Subcommittee will review the 
probabilistic risk assessment for 
Millstone 3 

South Texas Units 1 andZ Date to be 
determined (January) Washington. DC. 

I he Subcommittee will review Houston 
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Lighting and Power Company's 
application for an operating license. 

Scram Systems Reliability, Date to be 
determined. Washington. DC. The 
Subcommittee will discuss scram 
breaker reliability for B&W and CE 
plants and continue its review of the 
ATWS Rule implementation effort. 

CE Nuclear Plants. Date to be 
determined. Washington. DC. The 
Subcommittee will discuss the issue of 
rapid depressurization for CE plants 
without PORVs. 

ACRS Full Committee Meeting 

November 7-0.1985: Items are 
tentatively scheduled. 

* A. Palo Verde Nuclear Station — 
Discuss results of the startup test 
program of Unit 1. 

*B. NRC Committee to Review 
Generic Requirements —Briefing 
regarding the activities of the CRGR. 

* C. General Electric Standard Sa fety 
Analysis Report (GESSAR-ll} —Discuss 
proposed ACRS report to the NRC 
regarding the FDA request for this 
system. 

*D. Meeting with NRC Commissioners 
(tentative/— Discuss ACRS reports to 
NRC regarding consideration of extreme 
environmental phenomena in emergency 
planning. 

*E Rfactor Pressure Vessel Thermal 
Shock— Discuss recommendations of 
ACRS consultant report on reactor 
pressure vessel thermal shock. 

*F. Recent Operating Events at 
Nuclear Plants— The ACRS will discuss 
the repot! of its subcommittee and 
presentations by representatives of the 
regulatory staff regarding recent 
incidents and accidents at nuclear 
power plants. 

*G. NRC Outage Inspection 
Program —Briefing by representatives of 
the NRC Staff regarding proposed 
activities in connection with the NRC 
outage inspection program at nuclear 
plants. 

* \ 1. Beaver Valley Nuclear Power 
Station Unit 2 —Consider the requested 
operating license for this unit. 

*1. Proposed NRC Safety Goa / Policy 
Statement —Discuss proposed NRC 
policy statement regarding use of 
quantitative safety goals in the NRC 
regulatory process. 

* J. Future ACRS Activities— Discuss 
anticipated ACRS subcommittee 
activities and items proposed for 
consideration by the full Committee. 

*K. Nuclear Power Plant Operator 
Training —Discuss proposed 
establishment of a national academy for 
the training of nuclear power plant 
operators. 

# L Nuclear Acc ident Source Term — 
Discuss proposed radioactive source 


term for nuclear power plant accidents 

and incidents. 

*M. Selection of Nuclear Power Plant 
Operators —Discuss proposed ACRS 
comments regarding the methods used 
for selection of nuclear power plant 
operators. 

*N. Seismic Margin in Nuclear Power 
Plants— Discuss proposed ACRS 
comments regarding NRC activities 
related to better definition of the seismic 
margin in nuclear power plants. 

•O. New ACRS Member— Discuss 
qualifications requried for new ACRS 
member. 

*P. ACRS Subcommittee Activities — 
Discuss reports of ACRS subcommittees 
and subcommittee chairmen regarding 
status of ongoing subcommittee 
activities. 

December 5-7.1985—Agenda to be 
announced. 

January' 9-11, 1986—Agenda to be 
announced. 

Dated: October 17.1985. 

John C. Hoyle, 

Advisory Committee Management Officer. 

1FR Doc 85-25188 Filed 10-21-85:8:45 am) 
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Advisory Committee on Reactor 
Safeguards, Subcommittee on Beaver 
Valley Power Station Unit 2; Meeting 

The ACRS Subcommittee on Beaver 
Valley Power Station Unit 2 will hold a 
meeting on November 1.1985, at the 
Holiday Inn Airport Hotel. 1406 Beers 
School Road. Coraopoiis. PA. 

The entire meeting will be open to 
public attendance. 

The agenda for the subject meeting 
shall be as follows: 

Friday. November 1. 1985 — 8:30 a.m. 
Unit! the Conclusion o f Business 

The Subcommittee will review the 
application of the Duquesne Light 
Company for an operating license. 

Oral statements may be presented by 
members of the public with the 
concurrence of the Subcommittee 
Chairman: written statements will be 
accepted and made available to the 
Committee. Recordings will be permitted 
only during those portions of the 
meeting when a transcript is being kept, 
and questions may be asked only by 
members of the Subcommittee, its 
consultants, and Staff Persons desiring 
to make oral statements should notify 
the ACRS staff member named below os 
far in advance as is practicable so that 
appropriate arrangements can be made. 

During the initial portion of the 
meeting, the Subcommittee, along with 
uny of its consultants who may be 
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present, may exchange preliminary 
views regarding matters to be 
considered during the balance of the 
meeting. 

The Subcommittee will then hear 
presentations by and hold discussions 
with representatives of the Duqucsne 
Light Company, NRC Staff, their 
consultants, and other interested 
persons regarding this review. 

Further information regarding topics 
to be discussed, whether the meeting 
has been cancelled or rescheduled, the 
Chairman’s ruling on requests for the 
opportunity to present oral statements 
and the time allotted therefor can be 
obtained by a prepaid telephone call to 
the cognizant ACRS staff member, Mr. 
Herman Alderman (telephone 202/634- 
1414) between 8:15 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. 
Persons planning to attend this meeting 
are urged to contact the above named 
individual one or two days before the 
scheduled meeting to be advised of any 
changes in schedule, etc., which may 
have occurred. 

Dated: October 18.1985. 

Morton W. Li bar kin, 

Assistant Executive Director for Prefect 
Review. 

[FR Doc 85-25184 Filed 10-21-85; 8:45 am| 

B4LLIHG COO€ 75*0-01-* 


Advisory Committee on Reactor 
Safeguards, Subcommittee on 
Regulatory Policies and Practices; 
Meeting 

The ACRS Subcommittee on 
Regulatory Policies and Practices will 
hold a meeting on November 1.1985. 
Room 1046.1717 H Street. NW„ 
Washington, D.C. 

The entire meeting will be open to 
puhlic attendance. 

The agenda for the subject meeting 
shall be as follows: 

Friday . November /. 1935 — 8:30 a.m. 
Until 5:OOp.m. 

The Subcommittee will discuss SECY- 
85-208 (Incident Investigation Program) 
and recommendations made by ASIJ3P 
and OPE related to the establishment of 
an Incident Investigation Organi7.ation 
within NRC. 

Oral statements may be presented by 
members of the public with the 
concurrence of the Subcommittee 
Chairman; written statements will be 
accepted and made available to the 
Committee. Recordings will be permitted 
only during those portions of the 
meeting when a transcript is being kept, 
and questions may be asked only by 
members of the Subcommittee, its 
consultants, and Staff. Persons desiring 
to make oral statements should notify 


the ACRS staff member named below as 
far in advance as is practicable so that 
appropriate arrangements can be made. 

During the initial portion of the 
meeting, the Subcommittee, along with 
any of its consultants who may be 
present, may exchange preliminary 
views regarding matters to be 
considered during the balance of the 
meeting. 

The Subcommittee will then hear 
presentations by and hold discussions 
with representatives of the NRC Staff, 
its consultants, and other interested 
persons regarding this review. 

Further information regarding topics 
to be discussed, w hether the meeting 
has been cancelled or rescheduled, the 
Chairman's ruling on requests for the 
opportunity to present oral statements 
and the time allotted therefor can be 
obtained by a prepaid telephone call to 
the cognizant ACRS staff member. Mr. 
Anthony Cappucci (telephone 202/634- 
3267) between 8:15 a.m. and 5:00 p m. 
Persons planning to attend this meeting 
are urged to contact the aboved named 
individual one or two days before the 
scheduled meeting to be advised of any 
changes in schedule, etc., which may 
have occurred. 

Dated: October 16.1985. 

Morton W. Libarkin. 

Assistant. E\enitivn Dir+'Ctor for Project 
Review. 

(FR Doc. 85-25185 Filed 10-21-85: 8:45 amj 
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Advisory Committee on Reactor 
Safeguards. Subcommittee on Reactor 
Operations; Meeting 

The ACRS Subcommittee on Reactor 
Operations will hold a meeting on 
Monday. November 4,1985, Room 1046. 
1717 H Street. NW., Washington. DC. 

The entire meeting will be open to 
public attendance. 

The agenda for the subject meeting 
shall be as follows: 

Monday, November 4. 1935 — 1:00p.m. 
Until the Conclusion of Business 

The Subcommittee will review recent 
operating experience. 

Oral statements may be presented by 
members of the public with the 
concurrence of the Subcommittee 
Chairman; written statements will be 
accepted and made available to the 
Committee. Recordings will be permitted 
only during those portions of the 
meeting when a transcript is being kept, 
and questions may be asked only by 
members of the Subcommittee, its 
consultants, and Staff. Persons desiring 
to make oral statements should notify 
the ACRS staff member named below as 


far in advance as is practicable so that 
appropriate arrangements can be made 

During the Initial portion of the 
meeting, the Subcommittee may 
exchange preliminary views regarding 
matters to be considered during the 
balance of the meeting. The 
Subcommittee will then hear 
presentations by and hold discussions 
with representatives of the NRC Staff 
and other interested persons regarding 
this review. 

Further information regarding topics 
to be discussed, whether the meeting 
has been cancelled or rescheduled, the 
Chairman's ruling on requests for the 
opportunity to present oral statements 
and the time allotted therefor can be 
obtained by a prepaid telephone call to 
the cognizant ACRS staff member, Mr. 
Richard Major (telephone 202/034-1414) 
between 8:15 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. Persons 
planning to attend this meeting are 
urged to contact the above named 
individual one or two days before the 
scheduled meeting to be advised of nn> 
changes in schedule, etc., which may 
have occurred. 

Du ted: October 10. 1985. 

Morion W. Libarkin. 

Assistant Executive Director for Proft'ct 
Review. 

[FR Doc. 85-25188 Filed 10-21-85: 8:45 am) 
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I Dockets Nos. 50-269, 50-270 and 50-2871 

Duke Power Co.; Consideration of 
Issuance of Amendments to Facility 
Operating Licenses and Opportunity 
for Prior Hearing 

The United States Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (the Commission) is 
considering issuance of amendments to 
Facility Operating Licenses Nos. DPR- 
38, DPR-47 and DPR-55. issued to Duke 
Power Company (the licensee), for 
operation of the Oconee Nuclear 
Station. Units 1. 2 and 3. located in 
Oconee County, South Carolina. 

The amendments would revise 
Technical Specifications (TSs) of the 
operating licenses to establish a 
degraded mode of operation If a cpre 
flood tank boron concentration 
decreases below the current 
requirement of 1835 ppm. Presently. lh»* 
Oconee Nuclear Station, Units 1,2 and 
3. TSs require plant shutdown in 12 
hours if the boron concentration in each 
core flood tank falls below 1835 ppm 
boron. The change proposed by the 
licensee would allow the boron 
concentration in one core flood tank to 
decrease below the current minimum of 
1835 ppm for up to 48 hours while the 
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boron concentration is restored to the 
acceptable limit. If the concentration 
cannot be restored within the 48-hour¬ 
time limit, a reactor shutdown will be 
performed. The proposed changes are in 
accordance with the licensee's 
application for amendment dated 
September 12.1904. 

Prior to issuance of the proposed 
license amendments, the Commission 
will have made findings required by the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954. as amended 
(the Act) and the Commission's 
regulations. 

By November 21.1985 the licensee 
may file a request for a hearing with 
respect to issuance of the amendments 
to the subject facility operating licenses 
and any person whose interest may be 
affected by this proceeding and who 
wishes to participate as a party in the 
proceeding must file a written petition 
for leave to intervene. Request for a 
hearing and petitions for leave to 
intervene shall be filed in accordance 
with the Commission s "Rules of 
Practice for Domestic Licensing 
Proceedings" in 10 CFR Port 2. If a 
request for a hearing or petition for 
leave to intervene is filed by the above 
date, the Commission or an Atomic 
Safely and Licensing Board, designated 
by the Commission or by the Chairman 
of the Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board Panel, will rule on the request 
and/or petition and the Secretary or the 
designated Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board will issue a notice of hearing or 
an appropriate order. 

As required by 10 CFR 2.714, a 
petition for leave to intervene shut! set 
forth with particularity the interest of 
Ihe petitioner in the proceeding, and 
how that interest may be affected by the 
results of the proceeding. The petition 
should specifically explain the reasons 
why intervention should be permitted 
with particular reference to the 
following factors: (1) The nature of the 
petitioner's right under the Act to be 
made a party to the proceeding: (2) the 
nature and extent of the petitioner's 
property, financial, or other interest in 
the proceeding: and (3) the possible 
effect of uny order which may be 
entered in the proceeding on the 
petitioner s interest. The petition should 
also identify the specific aspect(s) of the 
subject matter of the proceeding as to 
which petitioner wishes to intervene. 
Any person who has Tiled a petition for 
leave to intervene or who has been 
admitted as a party may amend the 
petition without requesting leave of the 
board up to fifteen (15) days prior to the 


first prehearing conference scheduled in 
the proceeding, but such an amended 
petition must satisfy the specificity 
requirements described above. 

Not later than fifteen (15) days prior to 
the first prehearing conference 
scheduled in the proceeding, a petitioner 
shall Tile a supplement to the petition to 
intervene which must include a list of 
the contentions which are sought to be 
litigated in the matter, and the bases for 
each contention set forth with 
reasonable specificity. Contentions shall 
be limited to matters within the scope of 
the amendments under consideration. A 
petitioner who fails to file such a 
supplement which satisfies these 
requirements with respect to at least one 
contention will not be permitted to 
participate as a party. 

Those permitted to intervene become 
parties to the proceeding, subject to any 
limitations in the order granting leave to 
intervene, and have the opportunity to 
participate fully in the conduct of the 
hearing, including the opportunity to 
present evidence and cross-examine 
witnesses. 

A request for a hearing or a petition 
for leave to intervene shall be filed with 
the Secretary of the Commission. United 
States Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington. DC 20555. Attention: 
Docketing and Service Branch, or may 
be delivered to the Commission's Public 
Document Room. 1717 II Street. NW„ 
Washington. DC by the above date. 
Where petitions are filed'during the last 
ten (10) days of the notice period, it is 
requested that the petitioner or 
representative for the petitioner 
promptly so inform the Commission by a 
toll-free telephone cal) to Western 
Union at (800) 325-8000 (in Missouri 
(800) 342-6700). The Western Union 
operator should be given Datagram * 
Identification Number 3737 and the 
following message addressed to John F. 
Stolz: (petitioner's name and telephone 
number); (date petition was mailed); 
(plant name); and (publication date and 
page number of this Federal Register 
notice). A copy of the petition should 
also be sent to the Executive Legal 
Director. U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. Washington, D C. 20555. 
and to |. Michael McCarry. Ill, Bishop. 
Liberman, Cook, Purcell, and Reynolds. 
1200 17th Street. NW., Washington. DC 
20036. attorney for the licensee. 

Nontimely filings of petitions for leave 
to intervene, amended petitions, 
supplemental petitions and/or requests 
for hearing will not be entertained 
absent a determination by the 
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Commission, the presiding officer or the 
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board 
designated to rule on the petition and/or 
request, that the petitioner has made a 
substantial showing of good cause for 
the granting of a late petition and/or 
request. That determination will be 
based upon a balancing of the factors 
specified in 10 CFR 2.714(a)(l)(i)“(v) and 
2.714(d). 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see the application for 
amendment dated September 12,1964. 
which is available for public inspection 
at the Commission's Public Document 
Room. 1717 H Street. NW., Washington. 
DC and at the Oconee County Library, 
501 West Southbroad Street. Walhalla. 
South Carolina. 

Dated at Bethe&da. Maryland, this 9th dny 
of October, 1985. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 

John F. Stolz. 

Operating Reactors Branch So. 4l Division of 
Licensing. 

(FR Dqc. 65-25182 Filed 1U-21-85; 8 45 <im| 
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OFFICE OF THE UNITED STATES 
TRADE REPRESENTATIVE 

Services Policy Advisory Committee; 
Meeting and Determination of Closing 
of Meeting 

The meeting of the Services Policy 
Advisory Committee (the Advisory 
Committee) to be held Tuesday. 
November 5.1985, from 2 00 p.m. to 5:00 
p m. in Washington. D.C., will involve a 
review and discussion of the current 
issues involving the trade policy of the 
United States. Pursuant to Section 
2155(f)(2) of Title 19 of the United States 
Code, I have determined that this 
meeting will be concerned with matters 
the disclosure of which would seriously . 
compromise the Government’s 
negotiating objectives or bargaining 
positions. 

More detailed information can be 
obtained by contacting Phyllis O. 
Bonanno. Director, Office of Private 
Sector Liaison. Office of the United 
States Trade Representative. Executive 
Office of the President, Washington. 

D.C. 20506. 

Clayton Yeuttor. 

United States Trade Representative. 

|FR Doc. 85-25144 Filed 10-21-85: 8 45 am) 
BtlUNG CODC 3190-et-M 
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SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

i Release No. 35-23863; 70-5513) 

The Columbia Alaskan Gas 
Transmission Corp. et al.; Notice of 
Proposal to Recapitalize Subsidiary 

October 11,1985. 

The Columbia Gas System. Inc. 
(“Columbia"). 20 Montdianin Road. 
Wilmington. Delaware 19807 r a 
registered holding company, and its 
subsidiary. Columbia Alaskan Gas 
Transmission Corporation ("Alaskan"). 
20 Montchanin Road. Wilmington. 
Delaware 19807. have filed a post- 
effective amendment to their declaration 
in this proceeding, pursuant to sections 
9(a). 10 and 12(c) of the Public Utility 
Holding Company Act of 1935 (“Act") 
and Rules 42 and 46 thereunder. 

By prior Commission order, Columbia 
was authorized to acquire up to 40.000 
shores of Alaskan's common stock. $25 
par value per share, to enable it to 
participate in various projects designed 
to deliver gas from Alaska to the lower 
48 states. (HCAR No. 18534, August 16. 
1984). By subsequent order. Alaskan 
received authority to acquire a 
partnership interest to construct and 
operate the Alaskan Natural Gas 
Transportation System ("ANCTTS"). and 
to sell common stock. $25 par. and notes 
to Columbia. (HCAR No. 21793. 
November 18.1980). 

As economic conditions changed, the 
completion date of ANGTS was 
extended beyond 1989. causing Alaskan 
and Columbia to record impairment 
reserves totalling $23 million or a 
consolidated basis. As a result to the tax 
deductions from the writedowns of 
Alaskan's investment in the ANGTS 
project, it ho9 had significant tax losses, 
and as a result significant cash 
payments have been made to Alaskan 
through the System's tax agreement. As 
of the end of June 1965, Alaskan had 
excess cash investments in the System 
money poo) of approximately $8.9 
million. Approximately $8.5 million of 
this cash is now considered permanent 
excess capital investment in Alaskan. It 
is proposed that most of this cash be 
returned to Columbia. 

To reduce Columbia's permanent 
excess investment in Alaskan, it is 
proposed that Alaskan repurchase 
shares of its common stock held by 
Columbia. However. Alaskan's 
significant write-down of its 
investments has resulted in negative 
retained earnings, and a net equity of 
less than $25 per share. To recognize the 
impact of these losses. Alaskan desires 
to reduce the par value of its authorized 


common stock from $25 to Si per share 
through an amendment to Alaskan s 
Certificate of Incorporation. The 
reduction of the par value of Alaskan's 
common stock to Si per share w»ll 
reduce the value of the common stock 
account from Sl9.205.tXX) to $768,200 and 
increase amounts paid, in excess of par 
by $18,438,800. which ha9 been 
authorized by the Board of Directors to 
be used to offset the negative retained 
earnings of approximately $11.180,00a 
The amounts paid in. in excess of pay 
over negative retained earnings, will 
remain as amounts paid, in, in excess of 
pay, until paid as a capital dividend. 

The final part of the transaction is the 
proposed sale, at par, by Columbia to 
Alaskan of up to 666,200 shores of 
Alaskan common stock. $1 par value: 
and the payment of a capital dividend 
by Alaskan of an amount, which will 
reduce the amount paid in. in excess of 
par account to zero. Neither of these 
transactions nor the reduction of the par 
value of Alaskan's common stock to $1 
per share will impair Alaskan's ability 
to meet its current or projected 
obligations. Alaskan ussets of 
approximately $1.3 million remaining 
after the completion of the proposed 
transaction will be sufficient to meet 
Alaskan's anticipated expenses and 
liabilities. 

The amended declaration and any 
amendments thereto are available for 
public inspection through the 
Commission's Office of Public 
Reference. Interested persons wishing to 
comment or request a hearing should 
submit their views in writing by 
November 4,1985 to the Secretary. 
Securities and Exchange Commission. 
Washington. D C., 20549. and serve a 
copy on the declarants at the addresses 
specified above. Proof of serv ice by 
affidavit or, in case of an attorney at 
law. by certificate, should be filed with 
the request Any request for a hearing 
shall identify specifically the issues of 
fact or law that are disputed. A person 
who so requests will be notified of any 
hearing, if ordered, and will receive a 
copy of any notice or order issued in this 
matter. After said date the declaration, 
as filed or as it may be further amended, 
may be permitted to become effective. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Investment Management, pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

Shirley E. Hollis, 

Assistant Secretary. 

[FR Doc, 85-25109 Filed 10-21-85; *45 am) 
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[Release No.35-23364; 71-71561 

Georgia Power Co.; Proposal To 
Finance Pollution Control Facilities; 
Request for Exception From 
Competitive Bidding 

October 11.1985. 

Georgia Power Company ("Georgia"), 
a subsidiary of The Southern Company, 
a registered holding company, has filed 
an application-declaration with this 
Commission pursuant to sections 6(b) 
and 12(d) of the Public Utility Holding 
Company Act of 1935 ("Act"), and Rules 
44(b)(3) and 50(a)(5) thereunder. 

In connection with the refinancing, on 
or before December 31.1988. of the cost 
of certain pollution control, sewage and 
solid waste disposal facilities located at 
generating plants in various Georgia 
counties, the Development Authority of 
each county ("Authority") will issue its 
revenue bonds (“Revenue Bonds") fur 
the purpose of making loans to Georgia 
to finance or refinance the costs of the 
pollution control facilities located in its 
county (“Project"). It is presently 
estimated that the aggregate principal 
amount of Revenue Bonds to be issued 
from time to time by the Authorities will 
not exceed $150 million. While the 
actual amount of Revenue Bonds to be 
issued by each Authority has not yet 
been determined, it will be based upon 
the cost of the Project located in its 
county. 

Georgia proposes to enter into a Loan 
Agreement (“Agreement") with the 
Authority relating to each issue of the 
Revenue Bonds. Under the Agreement, 
the Authority will loan to Georgia the 
proceeds of the sale of the Authority's 
Revenue Bonds, for which Georgia will 
issue a non-negotiuble promissory note 
(“Note"). The proceeds will be deposited 
with a Trustee (‘Trustee") under an 
indenture to be entered into between the 
Authority and the Trustee ("Trustee 
Indenture"), pursuant to which the 
Revenue Bonds are to issued and 
secured, and will be applied by Georgia 
to the Cost of Construction (“Cost", as 
defined in the Agreement) of the Project, 
or to refund short-term Pollution Control 
Revenue Bonds Anticipation Notes. The 
Note9 will provide for payments to be 
made at times and in amounts, which 
shall correspond to the payments with 
respect to the principal of. premium, if 
any. and interest on the Revenue Bonds, 
whenever and in whatever manner the 
same shall become due. whether at 
stated maturity, upon redemption or 
declaration or otherwise. 

The Agreement will provide for the 
assignment to the Trustee of the 
Authority's interest in, and of the 
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monies receivable by the Authority 
under, the Agreement and the Note. The 
Agreement will also obligate Georgia to 
pay the fees and chaises of the Trustee, 
and will provide that Georgia may at 
any time, so long as it is not in default 
thereunder, prepay the amount due 
under the Note, including interest 
thereon, in whose or in part. The 
payment will be sufficient to redeem or 
purchase the outstanding Revenue 
Bonds in the manner and to the extent 
provided in the Trust Indenture. 

The Trust Indenture will provide that 
the Revenue Bonds issued thereunder 
will be redeemable (i) at any time on or 
after a date not later than 10 years from 
the date of issuance (or the date on 
which the Revenue Bonds begin to bear 
interest at a fixed rate, if such Revenue 
Bonds lwar interest initially at a 
fluctuating rate) In whole or in part, at 
the option of Ceorgia. initially with a 
premium of up to 3% of the principal 
amount, and declining by not less than 
x h of 1% annually thereafter, and (ii) in 
whole, at the option of Georgia, in 
certain other cases of under burdens or 
excessive liabilities imposed with 
respect to the related froject. its 
destruction or damage beyond 
practicable or desirable repairability, or 
condemnation or taking by eminent 
domain, or if operation of the related 
plant is enjoined and Georgia 
determines to discontinue operation. 
Redemptions of all outstanding Revenue 
Bonds will be at the principal amount 
thereof, plus secured interest, but 
without premium, it is proposed that the 
Revenue Bonds will mature from one to 
thirty years from the first day of the 
month in which they are initially issued 
and may. in the case of a maturity of 15 
to 30 years, and if it is deemed advisable 
for purposes of the marketability of the 
Revenue Bonds, be entitled to the 
benefit of a mandatory redemption 
sinking fund calculated to retire a 
portion of the aggregate principal 
amount of the issue prior to maturity. 

The Trust Indenture and the 
Agreement may give the holders of the 
Revenue Bonds the right, during such 
time as the Revenue Bonds bear interest 
at a fluctuating rate, to require Georgia 
to purchase the Revenue Bonds from 
time to time, and arrangements may be 
made for the remarketing of any such 
Revenue Bonds through a remarketing 
agent. Georgia also may be required to 
purchase the Revenue Bonds, or the 
Revenue Bonds may be subject'to 
mandatory redemption at any time, if 
the interest thereon is determined to be 
subject to federal income tax. Also in 
the event of taxability, interest on the 
Revenue Bonds may be effectively 


converted to a higher variable or fixed 
rate, and Georgia also may be required 
to indemnify the bondholders against 
any other additions to interest, 
penalties, and additions to tax. 

In order to obtain the benefit of 
ratings for the Revenue Bonds 
equivalent to the rating of Georgia's 
outstanding first mortgage bonds. 
Georgia may. determine to secure its 
obligations under the Note by delivering 
to the Trustee, to be held as collateral, a 
series of its first mortgage bonds 
("Collateral Bonds 1 ') in principal amount 
either (i) equal to the principal amount 
of the Revenue Bonds, and at interest 
rate equal to that of the Revenue Bonds 
or (il) equal to the sum of such principal 
amount of the Revenue Bonds plus 
interest payments for a specified period. 

As an alternative to or in conjunction 
with Georgia's securing its obligations 
through the issuance of the Collateral 
Bonds as above described. Georgia may 
cause an irrevocable Letter of Credit 
("Letter of Credit") of a bank ("Bank") 
to be delivered to the Trustee. The 
Letter of Credit would be an irrevocable 
obligation of the Bank to pay to the 
Trustee, upon request, up to an amount 
necessary to pay principal of and 
accrued interest on the Revenue Bonds 
when due. As a further alternative to, or 
in conjunction with, securing its 
obligations under the Agreement and 
Note, and in order to obtain a "AAA" 
rating for the Revenue Bonds. Georgia 
may purchase a policy of insurance 
guaranteeing the payment when due of 
the principal of and interest on such 
series of the Revenue Bonds. 

It is contemplated that the Revenue 
Bonds will be sold by the Authority 
pursuant to arrangements with one or 
more purchaser or underwriters. In 
accordance with the laws of the State of 
Georgia, the interest rate to be borne by 
the Revenue Bonds will be determined 
by the Board of Directors of the 
Authority and will be either a fixed rate, 
which fixed rate may be convertible to a 
rate which will fluctuate in accordance 
with a specified prime or base rate or 
rates, or a fluctuating rate, which 
fluctuating rate may be convertible to a 
fixed rate. While Georgia may not be 
party to the purchase or underwriting 
arrangements for the Revenue Bonds, 
such arrangements will provide that the 
terms of the Revenue Bonds and their 
sale by the Authority shall be 
satisfactory to Georgia. Georgia has 
been advised that the interest rates on 
tux exempt obligations have recently 
been, and can be expected at the time of 
issue of the Revenue Bonds to be. 
approximately two to three percentage 
points lower than the rates on taxable 


obligations of like tenor and comparable 
quality. 

Although the issuance of the Notes 
and Collateral Bonds may be subject to 
Rule 50. Georgia requests a finding of 
the Commission that competitive 
bidding is inappropriate under the 
circumstances described herein 
inasmuch as the Notes and Collateral 
Bonds are to be issued and pledged 
solely to evidence and secure Georgia's 
obligations to the Authorities and no 
public offerings by Georgia of the Notes 
or Collateral Bonds is to be made. 

The application-declaration and any 
amendments thereto are available for 
public inspection through the 
Commission s Office of Public 
Reference. Interested persons wishing to 
comment or request a hearing should 
submit their views in writing by 
November 4,1985 to the Secretary. 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20549. and serve a 
copy on the applicants-declarants at the 
address specified above. Proof of 
service by affidavit or. in case of an 
attorney at law. by certificate, should be 
filed with the request. Any request for a 
hearing shall identify specifically the 
issues of fact or law that are disputed. A 
person who so requests will be notified 
of any bearing, if ordered, and will 
receive a copy of any notice or order 
issued in this matter. After said date the 
application-declaration, as filed or as it 
may be amended, may be granted and 
permitted to become effective. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Investment Management, pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

Shirley E. Hollis. 

A s s islant Secretary. 

|KR Doc. 65-25110 Filed 10-21-65: 0:45 am) 
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I Release No. 34-22527; File No. 4-281) 

Joint Industry Plan, Notice of Filing 
and Immediate Effectiveness of 
Amendment to the Consolidated 
Quotation Plan Relating to Changes in 
Operating Hours of the COS 

The participants in the Consolidated 
Quotation Plan ("CQ Plan") on October 
7,1965 submitted copies of an 
amendment 1 to the Plan governing the 
operation of the consolidated quotation 
reporting system ("CQS").* 


♦Thi* «m*nds»«nt ■ubmtltvri pursuant to 
Ruli* tlAaJ-2 tiruicr rt>r SruunM** Kvchans* Act of 

l*H pAct *]. 

'Th* CO P1»n and *tttne*q«*ni *mrmJi*rn!« are 
contained In File No 4-2SI Th* Coof*m«**no 
4»|>piovrd ih* CQ PUn in SacuriHas E«ehan«e Act 
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I. Description of the Amendment 

The purpose of the amendment is to 
amend section IX(c) of the CQ Plan to 
change the normal operating hours of 
the CQS to comport with the decision of 
each CQ Plan participant to open its 
market for trading at 9:30 a m. eastern 
time commencing September 30.1985. 
Prior to September 30.1985 the norma! 
trading hours of the CQS were 9:30 u m. 
to 4:00 p.m.. eastern time. Each CQ Plan 
participant market opens for trading ot 
10:00 a.m. eastern time. During the 
period 9.30 a.m. to 10:00 a.m., CQS was 
utilized by the National Association of 
Securities Dealers. Inc. ("NASD”) for 
dissemination of quotations. In order 
that the NASD may have the same one- 
half hour opportunity to disseminate 
quotations through the CQS prior to the 
opening of participant markets for 
trading at 9:30 a.m. eastern time, the 
amendment provides that the normal 
operating hours of the CQS commence 
at 9:00 a.m. eastern time. 

The amendment also provides that the 
CQ Operating Committee may specify, 
by affirmative vote of all its members, 
the normal operating hours of the CQS. 
This second change is intended to 
provide the Operating Committee the 
flexibility to accommodate future 
changes in the CQS participants' trading 
hours without need to amend the CQ 
Plan. The equivalent result already 
occurs under the Consolidated Tape 
Association (“CTA”) Plan, since its 
hours are automatically set in relation to 
participant trading hours (CTA Plan 
Section x(b)). In addition, the additional 
hours provision of section lX(c) of the 
CQ Plan permits participants to cause 
the CQS to operate outside its normal 
operating hours without need to amend 
the CQ Plan. 

The Commission believes that the 
amendment represents a positive 
enhancement to the CQ Plan that 
creates opportunities for more efficient 
and effective market operations. 3 In light 
of this conclusion, and because the CQ 
Plan participants have stated in their 
filing that the amendment involves 
solely technical and ministerial matters 
related to conforming the operating 
hours of the CQS to the participants 
trading hours, the amendments has 
become effective pursuant to paragraph 
(C)(3)(iii) of the Rule. At any time within 


Release No. 16616 (|anu*ir> 22. I960). 45 HR 6526. 
The CQ Plan participants indicate that although 
they refer to the instant amendment as the 
’Thirteenth Amendment.** the amendment is 
actual!) the eleventh amendment to the CQ Plan 
filed with the Commission. This reflects the 
pendency of two other amendments not yet filed 
with the Commission 
■See Section 11 AfaH I )(B) of the Act. 


GO days of ihe filing of the amendment, 
the Commission may summarily 
abrogate the amendment and require 
that it be refiled in accordance with 
paragraph (b)(1) and reviewed in 
accordance with paragraph (c)(2) of the 
Rule, if it appears to the Commission 
that such action is necessary or 
appropriate in the public interest, for the 
protection of investors, or the 
maintenance of fair and orderly 
markets, to remove impediments to. and 
perfect mechanisms of, a national 
market system or otherwise in 
furtherance of the Act. 

II. Request for Comment 

Interested persons are invited to 
submit written comments on the 
amendment. Persons submitting 
comments should file six copies with the 
Secretary of the Securities and 
Exchange Commission, 450 Fifth Street, 
N.W.. Washington. D.C. 20549. Copies of 
the submission and related items, other 
thun those that may be withheld from 
the public in accordance with the 
provisions of 5 U.S.C. 552, will be 
available for inspection and copying in 
the Commissions Public Reference 
Room, 450 Fifth Street, N.W., 
Washington. D.C. All communmica lions 
should refer to File No. 4-281 and should 
be sumbitted by November 21.1985. 

For the Commission by the Division of 
Market Regulation, pursuant to delegated 
authority. 17 CFR 200.30-3(a)(29), 

Dated: October 11.1985. 

Shirley E. Hollis. 

Assistant Secretary . 

|FR Doc 85-25111 Hied 10-21-85; 8:45 nm| 
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(Relaease No. 34-22534; File No. SR-MSRB- 
85-171 

Self-Regulatory Organizations; Order 
Approving Rule Change by Municipal 
Securities Rulemaking Board 

The Municipal Securities Rulemaking 
Board (“MSRB”) on August 14.1985 
submitted a proposed rule change 
pursuant to section 19(b)(1) of the 
Securities Exchange act of 1934 ("ACT”) 
to amend MSRB Rules G-12 on uniform 
practice and G-15 on confirmation, 
clearance, and settlement of customer 
transactions to provide a standard 
procedure for the handling of interest 
payment claims based on deliveries of 
registered and bearer securities prior to 
Ihe record date of the securities. 1 


' Rule G-12{r)(* iv)IG) only ruquire* thr 
attachment of an interest payment check for the 
amount of the security** next interest payment to an 
interdealer delivery' of a regtiterrd municipal 


The amendments to MSRB Rule G-12 
which sets forth certain requirements 
concerning confirmation, clearance, and 
settlement of transactions in municipal 
securities between brokers, dealers, or 
municipal securities dealers, establish 
the interest payment claim procedures 
to be used among dealers. Under 
amended Rule G-12. a claimant could 
file a claim, and the dealer receiving 
such claim would be required to respond 
with a check or draft for the amount of 
the interest payment (or a statement of 
Ihe basis for denying the claim) within 
10 business days or. if the claim relates 
to an interest payment made more than 
GO days prior to the date of the claim, 
within 20 business days. The rule 
change establishes separate procedure* 
for making claims based on deliveries of 
registered securities where the 
registered owner is or is not a dealer, 
and on deliveries of bearer securities 
and deliveries on which an interest 
payment check has been errroneously 
attached. 

The amendments to MSRB Rule G-15, 
which sets forth certain requirements 
regarding confirmation, clearance, and 
settlement of transactions between 
dealers and customers, establish the 
interest payment claim procedures to be 
used between dealers and customers. * 
Under amended Rule G-15, dealers must 
respond to claims for interest payments 
made by customers within 10 business 
days if the claim is not more than 60 
days old, or within 20 business days if 
the claim is more than 60 days old. 

Notice of the proposed rule change 
was given in Securities Exchange Act 
Release No. 22372 (50 FR 36689; 
September 9.1985). One comment on tht 
proposed rule change was received. The 
commentator suggested that dealers 
receiving claims for interest initiated 
more than two years after the payable 
data should be subject to a general 
obligation of prompt payent instead of a 
20 business day time limit. The 
Commission notes that the MSRB 
considered this concern prior to filing 
these amendments to Rule G-12 and G- 
15 with the Commission. The MSRB 
found that, while researching cliams 
sometimes may involve manual 
searches through records ond could 
require information to be obtained from 
clearing ugents. the 10/20 business day 
time limits provide a sufficient but not 
an excessive amount of time to research 
the validity of such claims. The 
Commission agrees that the 10/20 
business day time limits should be 
adequate, and notes that the MSRB has 


security if thr delivery occur* after the record data 
of thr security. 
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indicated that it would consider 
additional amendments to Rules G-12 
and G-15 if industry experience with the 
interest payment claims procedure 
demonstrates that the time limits are too 
long or too short. 

The Commission finds that the 
proposed rule change is consistent with 
the requriements of the Act and rules 
and regulations thereunder applicable to 
the MSRB and. in particular, the 
requirements of Section 15B and the 
rules and regulations thereunder. 

It is therefore ordered, pursuant to 
Section 19(b)(2) of the Act. that the 
above-mentioned proposed rule change 
Im», and it hereby is. approved. The rule 
change will become effective 30 days 
after the publication of this order in the 
Federal Register. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Market Regulation, pvrusant to delegated 
authority. 17 CFR 2MUO->3(e)H2). 

Dated October 16, 19B5. 

Shirley E. HoUi#, 

Assistant Secretary’. 

|FR Doc. 85-25112 Filed 10-21-45; 4*45 am) 
Mum coot • 0 * 0 - 01^1 


[Released No. 1C 14753; File No. 812-61961 

Thomson McKinnon Investment Trust 
and Thomsom McKinnon U.S. 
Government Fund; Application for an 
Order Permitting Quarterly 
Distributions of Long-Term Capital 
Gains 

October 11, 1985. 

Notice is hereby given that Thomson 
Mt Kinnon Investment Trust (the 
Trusts) and Thomsom McKinnon U.S. 
Government Fund (the "Fund" and 
collectively, the “Applicants"). One New 
York Plaza. New York. NY 10004. filed 
an application on September 3.1985, 
requesting an order of the Commission 
pursuant to Section 8(c) of the 
Investment Company Act of 1940 
(“Act“) exempting Applicants from the 
provisions of Section 19(b) of the Act 
and Rule 19b-l thereunder to the extent 
necessary to permit the Fund to 
distribute quarterly its long-term capital 
gains from certain options transactions 
and transactions in futures contracts 
and options on futures contracts. All 
interested persons are referred to the 
application on file with the Commission 
for a statement of the repesentations 
therein, and to the Act and the rules 
thereunder for the text of their relevant 
provisions. 

According to the application, the Trust 
is registered under the Act as an open- 
end. series management investment 
company and the Fund is one of such 
series. Applicants state that the Fund is 
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designed for Investors who seek high 
current income, consistent with 
preservation of capital, by investing in 
securities issued or guaranteed as to 
principal and interest by the United 
States Government, its agencies, 
authorities or instrumentalities 
(“Government Securities’'!, and by 
engaging in transactions in options, 
futures contracts and options on futures 
contracts, all involving Government 
Securities. 

According to the application, the Fund 
will pay dividends from net investment 
income monthly and will distribute net 
short-term capital goins quarterly. The 
Fund further proposes to distribute net 
quarterly capital gains from options 
transactions and transactions in futures 
contracts and options on futures 
contracts. Distributions of any net long¬ 
term capital gains realized on other 
investments will be distributed 
annually. 

Applicants assert that an order 
granting the Fund an exemption from 
Section 19(b) of the Act and Rule 19b-l 
thereunder will enable the Fund to make 
quarterly distributions of its long-term 
capital gains from transactions in 
options on certain Government 
Securities and futures contracts and 
options on futures contracts with respect 
thereto. Applicants believe that such 
exemption would be appropriate, in the 
public interest and consistent with the 
protection of investors and the purposes 
intended by the policy and provisions of 
the Act. 

Applicants state that the addition of 
section 1256 to the Internal Revenue 
Code (“Code”) altered significantly the 
tax treatment of capital gains and 
losses. Applicants further represent that 
under Section 1256, 6 0% of the gain or 
loss realized by the Fund with respect to 
options, futures contracts and options on 
futures contracts is treated as long term 
capital gain or loss and 40% as short¬ 
term capital gain or loss. Applicants 
note that Section 1256 of the Code was 
intended to eliminate certain tax abuses 
relating to the realization of short term 
capital losses and deferral of gain 
through transactions in futures 
contracts, options on futures contracts 
and options on certain securities. 
Applicants stHte that there is no 
evidence that Congress intended the 
adoption or amendment of section 1256 
to limit the frequency with which 
registered investment companies might 
distribute capital gains from options 
transactions, futures contracts and 
options on futures contracts. 
Nevertheless. Applicants argue that the 
characterization of 60% of the gain from 
options transactions as long-term capital 
gain brings into play section 19(b) of the 
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Act and Rule 19b-l thereunder, which 
operate to prevent the Applicant from 
distributing such 00%. of the gain to its 
shareholders as long term capital gain 
moc frequently than annually. 

Applicants contend that none of the 
purposes of section 19(b) and Rule 19b-l 
will be served by application of these 
provisions with respect to that portion 
of the Fund's capital gains generated by 
transactions in options, futures 
contracts and options on futures 
contracts that is treated a9 long-term 
capital gain. Applicants state that 
section 19(b) and Rule 19b-l were 
devised to stop investment companies 
from churning their portfolios in 
contravention of their stated investment 
objective of long-term capital 
appreciation. Applicants state that the 
characterization of 60% of the capital 
gain that derive from transactions in 
options, futures contracts and options on 
futures contracts is not expected to 
affect the investment decisions or 
distribution practices of the Fund since 
it has an investment objective of high 
current income, consistent with 
preservation of capital, and not one of 
long-term capita) appreciation. 
Applicants note that one of its policies, 
as stated in its prospectus, is to seek to 
realize such gains from options 
transactions. According to the 
application, the Fund will utilize futures 
contracts and options on futures 
contracts only to further its objective of 
preserving its capital by hedging against 
adverse movements in the market price 
of its portfolio securities and securities 
it intends to acquire. Thus. Applicants 
believe that quarterly distribution of 
long-term gains on options, futures 
contracts and options on futures 
contracts will not contravene the stated 
objective and policies of the Fund, or 
lead the Fund to chum its portfolio in 
order to realize and distribute capital 
gains il would not otherwise seek to 
realize. 

Applicants represent that the Fund 
will in any event distribute short-terra 
gains on transactions in options, futures 
contracts and options on futures 
contracts on a quarterly basis, and that 
merely to include long-term gains in 
these quarterly distributions would not 
lead shareholders to confuse the 
quarterly distributions with the Fund's 
regular monthly dividend distributions 
of net interest income. Moreover, 
Applicants state that the Fund will 
clearly differentiate between capital 
gains distributions and distributions out 
of net interest income in the notice to 
shareholders that will accompany each 
distribution. In addition. Applicants 
submit that quarterly distribution of 
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long-term gains on options, futures 
contracts and options on futures 
contracts would be more fair and 
beneficial to the Fund’9 shareholders 
than would a single annual distribution 
of such gains. Applicants also submit 
that the quarterly distribution of long¬ 
term capital gains from options 
transactions and transactions in futures 
contracts would not increase 
administrative expenses because the 
Fund plans, in any event, to make 
quarterly distributions of short-term 
capital gains. 

Notice is further given that any 
interested person wishing to request a 
hearing on the application may, not later 
than November 5.1985. at 5:30 p.m.. do 
so by submitting a written request 
setting forth the nature of his interest, 
the reasons for his request, and the 
specific issues, if any. of fact or law that 
are disputed, to the Secretary. Securities 
and Exchange Commission. Washington, 
D.C. 20549. A copy of the request should 
be served personally or by mail upon 
Applicants at the address stated above. 
Proof of serv ice (by affidavit or, in the 
case of an attorney-at-law, by 
certificate) shall be Tiled with the 
request. After said date an order 
disposing of the application will be 
issued unless the Commission orders a 
hearing upon request or upon its own 
motion. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Investment Management, pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

Shirley E. Hollis, 

Assistant Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 85-25113 Filed 10-21 -85. 8:45 am| 

DILUNG COOt SOtO-OI-M 


SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 

(Disaster Loan Area 12212) 

Rhode Island; Declaration of Disaster 
Loan Area 

The Counties of Kent and Washington 
and the adjacent Counties of Bristol. 
Newport, Providence, and Providence 
Plantation in the State of Rhode Island 
constitute a disaster area because of 
damage caused by Hurricane Gloria 
which occurred on September 27.1985. 
Applications for loans for physical 
damage may be filed until the close of 
business on December 16.1985. and for 
economic injury until the close of 
business on July 15.1986, at the address 
listed below: Disaster Area 1 Office. 
Small Business Administration. 15-01 
Broadway, Fair Lawn. NJ 07410. or other 
locally announced locations. 

The interest rates are: 




Homeowners with credit avail¬ 
able elsewhere--.- 8.000 

Homeowners without credit 

available elsewhere™- 4.000 

Businesses with credit available 

elsewhere.. .. 64)00 

Businesses without credit avail¬ 
able elsewhere___—...— 44)00 

Business (MIDI.) without credit 

available elsewhere-,- — 4.000 

Other (non-proft organizations 
including charitable and reli¬ 
gious organizations)—10500 


The number assigned to this disaster 
is 221208 for physical damage and for 
economic injury the number is 634800. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
IVogram Nos. 59002 and 59006) 

Dated: October 15. 1985. 
lames C. Sanders, 

Administrator 

|FR Doc. 85-25066 Filed 10-21-85; 8:45 am] 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

(Public Notice CM-8/8911 

Advisory Committee on International 
Investment, Technology, and 
Development; Meeting 

The Department of State will hold a 
meeting of the Advisory Committee on 
International Investment. Technology, 
and Development on November 15.1985 
from 104)0 a.m. to 1:00 p.m. The meeting 
will be held in the Loy Henderson 
Conference Room of the Department of 
State, 2201 “C" Street. NW„ 
Washington. DC 20520. 

The meeting will begin with the 
introduction of William Milam. Deputy 
Assistant Secretary for International 
Finance and Development followed by 
discussion of the following topics: (1) 
Multilateral Investment Guarantee 
Agency; (2) recent developments in the 
OECD Committee on International 
Investment and Multinational 
Enterprises: (3) Bilateral Investment 
Treaties update; (4) United Nations' 
Code of Conduct for Transnational 
Corporations and Centre on 
Transnational Corporations; and. (6) 
OECD Guidelines for Multinational 
Enterprises, future organization of U.S. 
National Contact Point. 

Access to the State Department is 
controlled. Therefore, members of the 
public wishing to attend the meeting 
must contact the Office of Investment 
Affairs. (202) 632-2728, in order to 
arrange admittance. Please use the “C" 
street entrance. 


The Chairman will, as time permits, 
entertain comments from members of 
the public at the meeting. 

Dated: October 11.1985. 

Walter B. Lockwood. |r.. 

Bxecuti vc Secretary \ 

|FR Doc 85-25147 Filed 10-21-85: 8:45 nm| 
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I Public Notice CM-8/8901 

Advisory Committee on International 
Investment, Technology, and 
Development; Subcommittee on Food, 
Hunger, and Agriculture in Developing 
Countries; Meeting 

The Department of State will hold a 
meeting of the Subcommittee on Food. 
Hunger, and Agriculture of the Advisory 
Committee on International Investment. 
Technology, and Development on 
November 14,1985 from 1:00 p.m. to 5:00 
p.m. The meeting will be held in room 
1406 of the Department of State, 2201 
“C* Street. NW.. Washington. DC 20520. 

The purpose of the meeting will be to 
discuss the draft recommendations and 
report on the private sector role in 
combatting hunger, and to prepare the 
summary progress report for the full 
Advisory Committee. 

Access to the State Department is 
controlled. Therefore, members of the 
public wishing to attend the meeting 
must contact the Office of Investment 
Affairs, (202) 632-2728, in order to 
arrange admittance. Please use the T’ 
street entrance. 

The Chairman of the Subcommittee 
will, as time permits, entertain 
comments from members of the public at 
the meeting. 

Dated: October 16.1985. 

Robert S. Luke, 

Acting Executive Secretary\ 

|FR Doc. 85-25146 Hied 10-21-85: 8:45 am] 

BILUNG COOC 4710-07-M 


(Public Notice CM-8/8991 

Advisory Committee on International 
Investment, Technology, and 
Development; Subcommittee on 
Transborder Data Flows: Meeting 

The Department of State will hold a 
meeting of the Subcommittee on 
Transborder Data Flows of the Advisory 
Committee on International Investment 
Technology, and Development on 
November 8.1985 from 10:00 a.m. to 
noon. The meeting will be held in the 
loy Henderson Conference Room of the 
Department of State. 2201 M C* Street. 
NW.. Washington. DC.. 20520. 
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The purpose of the mooting will be to 
review the results of the October 1-3 
meeting of the OECD's Committee on 
Information. Computer, and 
Communications Policy (ICCP). to 
discuss the plans for the Special Session 
of the ICCP scheduled for November lft- 
20, and to discuss the treatment of 
services under the GATT. 

Access to the State Department in 
controlled. Therefore, members of the 
public wishing to attend the meeting 
must contact the Office of Investment 
Affairs. (202) 032-2728. in order to 
arrange admittance. Please use the “C" 
street entrance. 

The Chairman of the Subcommittee 
will, as time permits, entertain 
comments from members of the public at 
the meeting. 

Dated* October 15. 1985 
Robert S. I.ukif, 

Acting Executive Secretory. 

|KR Doc. 85-2514a Filed 10-21-85: 8:45 am) 

B*U1WG COOC 4710-07-41 

Office of the Secretary 
(CM-6/892) 

Establishment of Advisory Committee 
on South Africa 

At the President’s request, Executive 
Older No. 12532 of September 9.1985 
directed that the Secretary of State 
establish an Advisory Committee on 
South Africa. The Committee is being 
established to provide recommendations 
on measures to encourage peaceful 
change in South Africa. The Committee 
will consist of twelve distinguished 
Americans appointed by the Secretary 
of State. The Committee will follow 
procedures prescribed in the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act. 

The Committee will offer advice to the 
Secretary of State on how United States 
policy can be most effective in 
influencing peaceful change and 
promoting equal rights in South Africa. 
Such counsel would not otherwise be 
available to the Department of State 
through existing channels of policy¬ 
making. The operation of the Advisory 
Committee will serve the public interest 
in helping to build a national consensus 
on the means by which the United 
States can best encourage constructive 
change and the elimination of apartheid 
in South Africa. 

For further information, contact: F, 
Allen Harris. Deputy Director, Office of 
Southern African Affairs. (202) 632-8252: 


Lynda Clarizio. Office of the Legal 
Adviser. (202) 632-3736. 

Jeffrey Djvidmv 

Director , Office of Sou t/writ African Affairs 
|FK Doc. 85-25145 Filed 11 >-21-4)5; 8:45 am) 
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 

Redio Technical Commission for 
Aeronautics (RTCA); Special 
Committee 150—Minimum System 
Performance Standards for Vertical 
Separation above Flight Level 290; 
Meeting 

Pursuant to secton 10(a)(2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 

L 92-463; 5 U.S.C. App. I) notice is 
hereby given of a meeting of RTCA 
Special Committee 150 on Minimum 
System Performance Standards for 
Vertical Separation above Flight Level 
290 to be held on November 13-15.1985, 
in the RTCA Conference Room. One 
McPherson Square, 1425 K Street NW„ 
Suite 500, Washington. DC commencing 
at 9:30 a.m. 

The Agenda for this meeting is as 
follows: (1) Chairman’s Introductory 
Remarks: (2) Approval of Minutes of the 
Committee Meeting Held on July 16-18, 
1985; (3) Review of Task Assignments 
from the Previous Meeting; (4) Status 
Report on European Organization for 
Civil Aviation Electronics (EUROCAE) 
data Collection Activities; (5) Status 
Report on Canadian data Collection 
Activities: (6) Briefing on Military 
Problems Associated with Lowering 
Vertical Separation Above Flight Level 
250; (7) Review of Comments Received 
on the Committee’s Initial Altitude Data 
Collection Report; (8) FAA Report on 
Data Analysis Activity: (9) Review and 
Discuss Committee Progress and Plan 
Future Activities; and (10) Other 
Business. 

Attendance is open to the interested 
public but limited to space available. 
With the approval of the Chairman, 
members of the public may present oral 
statements at the meeting. Persons 
wishing to present statements or obtain 
information should contact the RTCA 
Secretariat. One McPherson Square, 

1425 K Street NW., Suite 500. 
Washington. DC 20005; (202) 682-0266. 
Any member of the public may present a 
written statement to the committee at 
any time. 


Issued in Washington. DC nn October 11, 
1985. 

Kurl F. Bicr.ith. 

Dr'ifigrated Officer 

|KR Doc 85-25059 File 10-21*85: 8:45 am| 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 
Fiscal Service 

[Dept. Circ. 570, 1985 Rev., Sopp. No. 4) 

Surety Companies Acceptable on 
Federal Bonds; Skandia America 
Reinsurance Corporation 

Notice is hereby given that the 
Certificate of Authority issued by the 
Treasury to Skandia America 
Reinsurance Corporation, on July 1, 

1979. under sections 9304 to 9308 of Title 
3t of the United States Code, to qualify 
as an acceptable surety on Federal 
bonds is hereby terminated effective 
today. 

A new Certificate of Authority as an 
acceptable surety on Federal bonds is 
hereby issued to Skandia America 
Reinsurance Corporation under sections 
9304 and 9308 of Title 31 of the United 
States Code. Federal bond-approving 
officers should annotate their reference 
copies of the Treasury Circular 57U, 1985 
Revision, on page 27131 to reflect this 
addition: 

Skandia America Reinsurance 
Corporation . Business Address: 280 
Park Avenue, New York. New York 
10017. Underwriting Limitation *: 
$7,349,000. Surety Licenses c : All 
except AL, AR. CT. CU. HI. ID. KY. 

LA. ME. MN. NV. NM. NC. ND. OR. 

PR, RI. SD, TN. VI. WV. 
INCORPORATED IN. Delaware. 
Federal Process Agents d . 

Certificates of Authority expire on 
June 30 each year, unless renewed prior 
to that date or revoked. The certificates 
are subject to subsequent annual 
renewal as long as the companies 
remain qualified (31 CFR Part 223). A list 
of qualified companies is published 
annually as of July 1 in Department 
Circular 570. with details as to 
Underwriting Limitations, areas in 
which licensed to transact surety 
business and other information. 

Copies of the Circular may be 
obtained from the Surety Bond Brunch, 
Finance Division. Financial 
Management Service. Department of the 
Treasury, Washington. DC 20226. 
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Dated October 10.1965. 

W.E. Douglas. 

Commissioner, Financial Management 
Service. 

|KR Doc. 85-25131 Filed 10-21-85: 845 amj 
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I Dept. Clrc. 570,1985 Rev., Supp. No. 5| 

Surety Companies Acceptable on 
Federal Bonds; Universal Surety of 
America 

A Certificate of Authority as an 

acceptable surety on Federal bonds is 
hereby issued to the following company 
under sections 9304 to 9308 Title 31 of 


the United States Code. Federal bond- 
approving officers should annotate their 
reference copies of the Treasury 
Circular 570.1985 Revision, on page 
27135 to reflect this addition: 

Universal Surety of America. Business 
Address: 1812 Durham. Houston, 
Texas 77007. Underwriting Limitation 
$225,000. Surety Licenses c : TX. 
Incorporated IN: Texas. Federal 
Process Agents I * * 4 . 

Certificates of Authority expire on 
june 30 each year, unless renewed prior 
to that date or sooner revoked. The 
certificates are subject to subsequent 
annual renewal so long as the 
companies remain qualified (31 CFR 


Part 223). A list of qualified companies 
is published annually as of July 1 in 
Department Circular 570, with details as 
to underwriting limitations, areas in 
which licensed to transact surety 
business and other information. 

Copies of the circular may be 
obtained from the Surety Bond Branch. 
Finance Division. Financial 
Management Service, Department of the 
Treasury, Washington. DC 20228. 

Doted: October 10.1985. 

W.E DougU*. 

Corumkanoner. Financial Management 
Service. 

|FR Doc. 85-25132 Filed 10-21-85; 8:45 am) 
BILLING coot 4i 10 ->5-41 
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Sunshine Act Meetings 


Federal Register 

Vul. 50. No. 204 
Tuesday. October 22. 1983 


Th*s section of the FEOERAL REGISTER 
contains notices of meetings published 
under the “Government in the Sunshine 
Act’* (Pub. L 94*409) 5 U SC. 552b(e){3). 


CONTENTS 


Secretary. Telephone (202) 357-6400. 
Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 65-25215 Filed 10-16-65; 1035 am| 

billing coot trir-oi-M 


rtem 

Federal Energy Regulatory Commis¬ 


sion _ t 

Federal Home Loan Bank Board.._.... 2 

International Trade Commission.. 3 

Postal Service. 4 


1 

FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

October 16.1965. 

The following notice of meeting is 
published pursuant to section 3(a) of the 
Government in the Sunshine Act (Pub. L. 
No. 94-1109). 5 U.S.C. 552b: 

TIME AND OATE: Approximately 1:00 
p.m., October 23.1965 (following open 
meeting). 

place: 625 North Capitol Street. NE.. 
Washington. DC 2042a Room 9306. 

status: Closed. 

MATTERS TO 8E CONSIDERED: 

(1) Mesa Petroleum Company 

(2) Emory M. Spencer. Docket No. CS72- 
80-000 

(3) Amoco Production Company. Docket 
No. R177-32-000 

(4) Williston Basin Interstate Pipeline 
Company. Docket No. CP85-534-000 

(5) James W. Lacey, el aL 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 

information: Kenneth F. Plumb. 


2 

FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD 

“FEDERAL REGISTER" CITATION OF 
PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT: Vol. No. 50. 
Page No. 41619. Date Published—Friday. 
October 11.1985. 

place: In the Board Room, 6th Floor, 
1700 G St.. NW.. Washington. DC. 
status: Open Meeting. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
information: Ms. Gravlee (202-377- 
6679). 

CHANGES IN THE MEETING: The following 
item has been added to the open 
meeting scheduled Friday. October 25. 
1965. at 10:30 a.m. 

Redeemable Preferred Stock, 
toff Sconyers. 

Secretary 

No. 25, October 17.1965. 

(FR Doc. 85-25173 Filed 10-17-65; 4:36 pm| 

BILLING COOC 6720-01-11 


3 

IUSITC SE-85-45) 

INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION 
TIME AND DATE: 10:00 a.m. on Thursday. 
October 31.1965. 

place: Room 117. 701 E Street. NW.. 
Washington. D.C. 20436. 


status: Open to the public. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 

t. Agenda. 

2 Minutes. 

3. Ratification List. 

4. Petitions and Complaints: a. Certain 
“Cabbage Patch Kids'* dolls (Docket No. 
1246). 

5. Any items left over from previous 
agenda. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
information: Kenneth R. Mason. 
Secretary (202) 523-0161. 

Kenneth R. Mason, 

Secretary. 

1FR Doc. 65-25264 Filed 10-16-65:4:01 pm| 

BILLING COOL 7020-02-M 


4 

POSTAL SERVICE 

“FEDERAL REGISTER" CITATION OF 
PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT: 50 FR 42249, 
October 18,1985. 

PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCEO TIME AND DATE: 

8:30 a.m., Tuesday. November 5.1965. 

CHANGES IN THE MEETINGS: 

Deletion of the following agenda item: 

“9. Capital Investments: 
b. Richmond, Virginia, site for GMF 
Expansion.*’ 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 

information: Mr. David F. Harris. 
Secretary of the Board. (202) 266-4600. 

David F. Harris. 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc. 65-23263 Filed 10-16-65; 2:20 pm| 
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DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

Office of Assistant Secretary for 
Community Planning and 
Development 

I Docket No. N-65-1553; FR 21571 

Urban Development Action Grants; 
Revised Minimum Standards for Small 
Cities 

agency: Office of the Assistant 
Secretary for Community Planning and 
Development. HDD. 
action: Notice. 

summary: In accordance with 24 CFR 
570.452(b)(1), the Department is 
providing notice of the most current 
minimum standards of physical and 
economic distress for small cities for the 
Urban Development Action Grant 
program. 

This Notice revises the Notice 
published February 13.1984 (49 FR 
5418). 

The minimum standards of distress 
have changed generally as a result of 
applying new data from the Bureau of 
the Census, and the Employment 
Training Administration within the 
Department of Labor. 

This Notice contains four lists: One 
list (see Part 11 of this Notice) identifies 
all those cities which qualify as 
distressed communities based upon the 
new minimum standards; a second list 
(see Part III of this Notice) identifies 
those cities which did not qualify when 
the February 13,1984 list was published 
but which do qualify now; a third list 
(see Part IV of this Notice) identifies 
those cities which were classified as 
distressed on the February 13,1984 list, 
but which no longer qualify under the 
new minimum standards; finally, a 
fourth list (see Part V of this Notice) 
identifies those towns and townships 
which qualify as distressed communities 
based upon the new minimum 
standards. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: October 22,1985. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Frank Ridenour. Office of Urban 
Development Action Grants. 

Department of Housing and Urban 
Development. 451 Seventh Street. SW„ 
Washington, DC 20410. Telephone: 202/ 
755-6784. For information on minimum 
distress standards or the data used to 
determine whether a community 
qualifies as distressed contact: Wendy 
Mellinger. Telephone: 202/755-7390. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A Notice 
published by the Department on 
February 13,1984 provided the minimum 
standards of physical and economic 


distress which were applicable up to the 
effective date of this Notice for small 
cities which met the standards 
published at that time. 

Part I of this Notice specifies the new 
minimum standards of physical and 
economic distress. Part 11 through V 
contain the lists enumerated in the 
Summary section of this Notice. Part 11 
of this Notice contains a revised list of 
all the small cities which meet the new 
standards. Part 111 of this Notice lists 
those small cities which, based upon the 
new minimum standards, appear on the 
list in Part 11 but did not qualify when 
the February 13,1984 list was published. 
Part IV is a list of those cities which 
were classified as distressed on the 
February 13.1984 list but which no 
longer qualify under the new minimum 
standards. These cities listed in Part IV 
have a period of time, as specified in 
Part IV, during which they may submit 
Action Grant applications. Part V is a 
revised list of eligible towns and 
townships. 

The new minimum standards are 
based on updated data from the Bureau 
of the Census and the Department of 
Labor/Employment Training 
Administration as of Fiscal Year 1985. 
The data cover units of government 
incorporated through June 1984. The 
updated Census data ore 1932 
population, 1981 per capita income. 1980 
housing and poverty (adjusted for • 
boundary changes through 1982) and 
1982 retail and manufacturing jobs 
(which reflect the change over the 
period from 1977 to 1982. instead of 1972 
to 1977). The previous Census data were 
1980 population, 1979 per capita income. 
1980 housing and poverty (reflecting 
boundury changes through the 1980 
Census) and 1972 retail and 
manufacturing jobs. The updated data 
from the Employment Training 
Administration are Labor Surplus Areas 
designated as of October 1.1984. A list 
of eligible labor surplus areas was 
published in the Federal Register on 
September 26.1984 (49 FR 37865). The 
previous Labor Surplus Areas were 
designated as of October 1,1983. 

This Notice is published pursuant to 
24 CFR 570.452(b)(1). 

Parti 

A small city must pass three minimum 
standards of physical and economic 
distress for the categories appropriate to 
their size, except that if the percentage 
of poverty is less than half the minimum 
standard, the city must pass four 
standards. The most current minimum 
standards of physical and economic 
distress are: 

A. Age of Housing. At least 20.6 
percent of the applicant's year-round 


housing units must have been 
constructed prior to 1940. based on 1980 
U.S. Census data, in order to meet this 
minimum standard; 

B. Per Capita Income Change. The net 
increase in per capital income for the 
period of 1969-1981 must have been 
$5,467 or less, based on U.S. Census 
data, in order to meet this minimum 
standard; 

C. Population Growth Lag/Decline. 

For the period 1970-1982 the percentage 
rate of population growth (based on 
corporate boundaries as of 1982) must 
have been 3.4 percent or less, based on 
U.S. Census data, in order to meet this 
minimum standard; 

D. Job Lag/Decline . The rate of 
growth in retail and manufacturing 
employment for the period 1977-1982 
must have increased by 3.4 percent or 
less, based on U.S. Census data, in order 
to meet this minimum standard. The 
standard is only applicable to cities of 
25,000 population or more. For 
communities where only retail data 
were available, a job lag percentage for 
the retail sector was computed. For 
communities where only manufacturing 
data were available, a job lag 
percentage for the manufacturing sector 
was computed. The retail job lag 
threshold is 8.3 percent and the 
manufacturing job lag threshold is 0.0 
percent. If neither data source is 
available this standard will not be 
considered. 

E. Poverty. Tne percentage of persons 
within the applicant's jurisdiction at or 
below the poverty level just be 12.3 
percent or more, based on 1980 U.S. 
Census data, in order to meet this 
minimum standard; 

F. Labor Surplus Area. The small city 
must either be entirely within or 
partially within an area which meets the 
criteria for designation as a Labor 
Surplus Area as of October 1984. These 
areas include counties or county 
balances (after excluding cities with 
populations of 50,000 or more) with an 
unemployment rate of 10 percent or 
more for calendar years 1982-1983. 

Part II 

The following small cities meet the 
current minimum standards of physical 
and economic distress appropriate to 
their class. 

Alabama 

AbbevlUc Anderson 

Addison Ardmore 

Akron Anton 

Albertville Arley 

Alexander City Ashford 

Alieeville Ashland 

Alt Good Aahvtllr 

Altoona Athens 

Andalusia At more 





















Federal Register / VoL 50. No. 2Q4 / Tuesday. October 22. 1985 / Notices 


42823 


AttaHa 
Auburn 
Autaugavillc 
Bailey ton 
Banks 

Bay Minnie 

Bayou La Bat re 

Be ar Creek 

Beatrice 

Beaverton 

Belk 

Benton 

Berry 

Billingsley 

Black 

Blountrvillr 
Blue Mountain 
Blue Springs- 
Boa* 

BuHgee 

Bon Air 

Brantley 

Brent 

Brrwton 

Bridgeport 

Brighton 

Brilliant 

Brookside 

Brundidge 

Calrra 

Camden 

Camp Hit) 

Carbon llill 

Cardiff 

Carolina 

Carrollton 

Castleberry 

Cedar Bluff 

Centre 

Ccntrevtlle 

Chatom 

Chickasaw 

Chlldrrsburg 

Citronelle 

Clanton 

CJ.iyhatcber 

Clayton 

Cleveland 

am 

Coffee Springs 

Coffeevlfl* 

Collinsville 

Colony 

Columbia 

Columbiana 

Coosa ua 

Cordova 

Cottonwood 

County line 

Couriland 

Crosavllle 

Cuba 

Dadeville 

Dalevdte 

Daphne 

Davlaton 

Dayton 

Decatur 

Demopolia 

Detroit 

Dora 

IKtuble Springs 

Dozier 

Dutton 

East Brrwton 

Eclectic 

Edwardavtlle 

Elba 

Wberla 

Kldridge 

Flkimmt 

Kmc He 
Enterprise 
Spec 
Kufaula 


Eundla 

Rutaw 

! !t Btgl • M T i 

Excel 

Fairfield 

Fairview 

Falk vi He 

Faunsdule 

Fayette 

Five Points 

FJomaton 

Flora la 

Foley 

Forkland 

Fort Deposit 

Fort Payne 

Franklin 

Frisco City 

Fruithuni 

Fulton 

Fyffe 

Gainesville 

Gantt 

Gantts Quarry 

Garden Gfy 

GuylesviUc 

Geiger 

Geneva 

Georgian! 

Geraldine 

Cilbertown 

Glen Allen 

Glen wood 

Goldvllle 

Good Hope 

Goodwatrr 

Gordo 

Gordon 

Goshen 

Graysvitle 

Greensboro 

Greenville 

Grimes 

Grove HUl 

Gum 

GunteTsville 

Gurley 

Guwin 

Hackleburg 

Hair burg 

Halryville 

Hamilton 

I lammcmdv Ule 

Hanceville 

Harpertville 

Hartford 

Hart sell* 

Hayden 

Hay nr vl lie 

Headland 

Heath 

Ifeilin 

Hiilaboru 

Hobson City 

Hodges 

Holly Pond 

Hollywood 

llurtsboro 

lackson 

Jackson's Cap 

Jacksonville 

Jasper 

lemison 

Kansas 

Kennedy 

Kilim 

Kinsey 

Kinston 

Lafayette 

Lakcvirw 

La nett 

Langston 

Leighton 

Letter 

Level Plains 


Lexington 

Red la»vrl 

Libertyville 

Reform 

Lincoln 

Repton 

Linden 

Ridgevtll* 

Linevtlle 

Ruer Falls 

Lipscomb 

Riverside 

Usman 

Riverview 

Livingston 

Roanoke 

Loachapoka 

Robcrtsdale 

l-ockharl 

Rockford 

Louisville 

Rogersville 

Lowndesboro 

Roosevelt Gty 

Loxely 

Rosa 

lavvme 

Russellville 

Lynn 

Rutledge 

McKenzie 

Samson 

McMullen 

Sanford 

Madrid 

Sardis Qly 

Maplesvfllt 

Section 

Margaret 

Selma 

Marion 

Sheffield 

Maytown 

Shilo 

Memphis 

Silas 

Mentone 

SiKerhfll 

Midland Gty 

Sipsey 

Midway 

Slocomb 

Mill brook 

Snead 

Millport 

Somerville 

Millry 

South Vinrmont 

Monroeville 

Springville 

Montevallo 

Steele 

Moores-* ilia 

Stevenson 

Morris 

Sulligcnt 

Mosses 

Suimion 

Moulton 

Summerdale 

MoundyvlUe 

Susan Moore 

Mountamboro 

Sweetwater 

Mount Vernon 

Syiacauga 

Mulga 

Sylvama 

Myrilewood 

Talladega 

Napier Field 

Talladega Springs 

Nauvoo 

Tails asee 

Nectar 

Tarrant City 

Needham 

Taylor 

Newborn 

Thomaston 

New Brockton 

Thomasville 

New Site 

Thorsby 

Newton 

Town Creek 

Newville 

Toxey 

North Court land 

Trafford 

North Johns 

Triune 

North porl 

Troy 

Notasulga 

Toacumbia 

Oak Grove 

Tuvkrgre 

Oak Hill 

Union 

Oakman 

Union Grove 

Odenville 

Union Springs 

Oha tehee 

Uniontown 

Oneonta 

Valley Gty 

Onycha 

Valley Head 

Opp 

Vernon 

Omille 

Vina 

Oxark 

Vincent 

Paint Rock 

Vrrdenburgh 

Parrish 

Wadiry 

Pell City 

Waldo 

Pennington 

Walnut Grove 

Petrey 

Warrior 

Phmix Gty 

Waterloo 

PhU Campbell 

Waverly 

PickensviUe 

Webb 

Piedmont 

Wodowee 

Piockard 

West Bloc ton 

Pine Appte 

West Point 

Pine Hill 

Wetumpka 

Pine Ridge 

Whitehall 

Pisgsh 

Whites Chapel 

Pollard 

Wilmer 

Pons ells Crossroads 

Wilsonville 

Prichard 

Wilton 

Providence 

Woodland 

RagUnd 

Woodville 

Rdinsvillr 

Red Bay 

York 


Alaska 


Akhsok 

Koyuk 

AkUk 

• Koyukuk 

Akolmiut 

Kwrthluk 

Akuton 

Lower Kaltkug 

Alakanuk 

Mekoryuk 

Allakaket 

Mountain Village 

Anaktuvuk Pass 

Napakiak 

Angoon 

Napaskiak 

Anlak 

Nenana 

Anvtk 

New Suiyabofc 

Atmautluak 

Newtok 

Brevig Mission 

Ntghtmule 

Buck land 

Nikolai 

Chefomak 

Noorvik 

Chevak 

Nulato 

Chuathbaluk 

Old Harbor 

Clark’s Point 

Pilot Station 

Deering 

Port Alexander 

Diomede 

Pori Lions 

Eagle 

Qulnhagak 

Eck 

Ruby 

Ekwok 

Rusiian Mission 

Elira 

St. Michael 

Emmonak 

Savoonga 

Fairbanks 

Scammon Bay 

Fortune Ledge 

Selawlk 

Fort Yukon 

Seldovla 

Cambell 

Shageluk 

Coldvin 

Shaktoolik 

Goodnews Bay 

Sheldon Point 

Grayling 

Shishmarcf 

Holy Croaa 

Stebbins 

Hoonah 

Tanana 

Hooper Bay 

Teller 

Hughes 

Tmakee Springs 

Huslia 

Togiak 

Hydaburg 

Toksook Bay 

Kaltag 

Tuluksak 

Kasaan 

Tununak 

KasigJuk 

Unalakleel 

King Cove 

Upper Kalskag 

Ktvalina 

Wales 

Kobuk 

Kotlik 

Whit* Mountain 

Arizona 

Apache Junction 

Mammoth 

Avondale 

Miami 

Benson 

Nogales 

Bistwe 

Patagonia 

Casa Grande 

Pay son 

Garkdale 

Pima 

Clifton 

S afford 

Coohdge 

St |ohns 

Douglas 

San Luts 

Duncan 

Show Low 

Eager 

Somerion 

El Mirage 

South Tucson 

Eloy 

Superior 

Flagstaff 

Surprise 

Florence 

Thatcher 

Fredonl* 

Tombstone 

Globe 

Wellton 

Guadalupe 

Wilcox 

Hayden 

Williams 

Holbrook 

Winkclman 

lerornc 

Winslow 

Arkansas 

Adona 

Atkina 

Alicia 

Aubrey 

Allport 

Augusta 

Alma 

Avoca 

Almyra 

Bald Knob 

Alpena 

Banks 

Altheimer 

Barling 

Ail us 

Bassett 

Amagon 

Batesville 

Amity 

Bauxite 

Antoine 

Brurdrn 

Arkadctphia 

Beaver 

Arkansas Gty 

Beebe 

Ash Flat 

Bred* villa 
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Belleville 

Evening Shade 

!>n lomond 

Evert on 

Berryville 

Fifty Six 

Bigelow 

Ftsher 

Big Rat 

Fotdyce 

Bigger* 

foremen 

Black Oak 

Forrest Qty 

Blank Rock 

Fountain Hill 

Black Spring* 

Fourthe 

Blevins 

Franklin 

Blue Eyn 

Biscoe Town 

Blue Mountain 

Friendship 

Bluff 

Fulton 

Blytheville 

Garfield 

Bod caw 

Garland 

Bonanza 

Gamer 

Boone v tile 

Gateway 

Bradford 

Gentry 

Bradley 

Gilbert 

Branch 

Cillett 

Brinkley 

Gilmore 

Buckner 

Glenwood 

Burdette 

Cosnell 

Caldwell 

Gould 

Cale 

Grady 

Calico Rock 

Grannis 

Gallon 

Gravel te 

Camden 

Green Forest 

Campbell Station 

Greenway 

Caraway 

Greenwood 

Carlisle 

Greers Ferry 

Carthage 

GriffithviUe 

Casa 

Grubbs 

Caulksville 

Colon 

Cave Qty 

Gum Springs 

Cave Springs 

Gordon 

Charleston 

Guy 

Cherry Valley 

Hackett 

Chester 

Hamburg 

Chidester 

Hardy 

Clarendon 

Harrell 

Clarksville 

Harrisburg 

Clinton 

Hanford 

Coal Hill 

Hatfield 

College City 

Havana 

Colt 

Haynes 

Concord 

Hazen 

Corinth 

Eleber Springs 

Coming 

Hector 

Cotter 

Helena 

Cotton Plant 

Hermltagr 

Cove 

Hickory Ridge 

Coy 

Htgden 

CnwfonUviHe 

Higgtnson 

Crossett 

Holly Grove 

Cushman 

Horatio 

Daisy 

Hot Springs 

Damascus 

Houston 

Datto 

Hoxte 

DeUplaine 

Hughes 

Delight 

Humnoke 

Dell 

Humphrey 

Denning 

Hunter 

De Queen 

Huntington 

Dermott 

Imbodcn 

Pes Arc 

lacksonport 

De Vails Bluff 

jasper 

De Witt 

Jerome 

Diaz 

Johnson 

Dierks 

joiner 

Dover 

Jonesboro 

Dumas 

judtomn 

Dyer 

junction City 

Dyes* 

Kaiser 

Earle 

Kcnsett 

Edmondson 

Keo 

Elaine 

Kibitz 

El Dorado 

Kings land 

Elkins 

Knobel 

Emerson 

lafc 

Emmet 

Lake View 

England 

Lake Village 

Ends 

Lamar 

Eudora 

Lenchvillr 

Eureka Springs 

Leola 


Lepanlo 

Pocahontas 

Leslie 

Pollard 

Letona 

Portia 

Lewisville 

Porland 

Lexa 

Pot ts\ ills 

Lincoln 

Powhatan 

Lockesburg 

Prairie Grove 

London 

PratfsviUa 

Lonsdale 

Prescott 

Lounnn 

Pyatt 

Luxorn 

Quitman 

Lynn 

Ratcliff 

McCrory 

Ravenden 

McDougal 

Ravenden Springs 

McGchee 

Reader 

McNeil 

Rector 

McRae 

Reed 

Madison 

Reyoo 

Magazine 

Riton 

Magness 

Rock port 

Magnolia 

Roe 

Malvern 

Rondo 

Mammoth Spring 

Rose Bud 

Manila 

Rosaton 

Mansfield 

Rudy 

Marianna 

Russel 

Marie 

Russellville 

Marked Tree 

St Charles 

Marmaduke 

St Francis 

Marshal) 

St Paul 

Marvell 

Salem 

Maynard 

Scranton 

Mena 

Searcy 

Menifee 

Sherrill 

Midland 

Shtrtey 

Minium 

Sidney' 

Milchrllvitle 

Smadkovcr 

Monette 

Smithville 

Montlcello 

South Lead Hill 

Montrose 

Sparkman 

Moru 

Stamps 

Morrlltan 

Star Qty 

Morrison Bluff 

Stephens 

Mounta inburg 

Strawberry 

Mountain Pine 

Strong 

Mountainvlcw 

Stuttgart 

Mount Ida 

Subiaco 

Mount Vernon 

Success 

Mulberry 

Sulphur Springs 

Murfreesboro 

Summit 

Nashville 

Sunset 

Newark 

Swifton 

Newport 

Thornton 

Nuninons 

Tillar 

Norfolk 

Toilette 

Norman 

Trumann 

Norphlet 

Tuckermun 

Oak Grove 

Tupelo 

Oak Grove Heights 

Turrell 

Oden 

Tyronza 

Ogden 

Ufan 

Oil Trough 

Valley Springs 

O’Kean 

Van Burcn 

Okolona 

Vandervoort 

Ola 

Victoria 

Omaha 

Vitonia 

Osccdla 

Viola 

Oxford 

Wabbaseka 

Oznn 

Waldenburg 

Ozark 

Waldo 

Palestine 

Waldron 

Pangbum 

Walnut Ridge 

Paragould 

Warren 

Paris 

Washington 

P.irkdate 

Watson 

Parkin 

Weiner 

Patino* 

Western Grove 

Patterion 

West Helena 

Peach Orchard 

West Point 

PerU 

Wheatley 

Perry 

Wicket 

Perry ville 

Widener 

Piggott 

Wlrderkehr 

Plain view 

Williford 

flumervtlle 

Wllllsvittr 


Wllmar 

Wooster 

Wllmot 

Wrighltvifie 

Wilson 

Wynne 

Winchester 

Yellville 

Winslow 

Wmthrop 

Zinc 

California 

Adflanto 

Lincoln 

Alturas 

Lindsay 

Amador 

live Oak 

Anderson 

Livingston 

Angels 

Lama Linda 

Areata 

Los Banos 

Arvin 

layillon 

Avenal 

McFarland 

Banning 

Madera 

Baratcw 

Muricopa 

Bell 

Manna 

Bell Gurdens 

Marysville 


Mrndota 

Blue Like 

Merced 

Blythe 

Montague 

Brawley 

Mount Shasta 

Calexico 

Needles 

Calipatrid 

Nevada Qty 

Chino 

Orange Cove 

ClearUke 

OrUnd 

Coachella 

OrovTile 

Coalmga 

Pacific Grove 

Colfax 

Paramount 

Colton 

Purher 

Colusa 

Patterson 

Corcoran 

Penis 

Coming 

PI ucer ville 

Crescent City 

Plymouth 

Cudahy 

Point Arena 

Delando 

Prirtola 

Dtnuha 

Red Bluff 

Dorris 

Reedley 

Dos Palos 

Rio Drll 

Dunsmuir 

Riv erlumk 

East Palo Alto 

S NO City 

Etna 

San Gabriel 

Eureka 

Sanger 

Exeter 

San Jacinto 

Farmersvllle 

San joaquin 

Femdale 

San Pablo 

Firebaugh 

Santa Paula 

Fort Bragg 

Selma 

Fort |ones 

m Soledad 

Fowler 

Sonora 

Gonzales 

SusanvtUc 

Grass Valley 

Sutter Creek 

Greenfield 

Tehama 

Gridlcy 

Tracy 

1 lanford 

TuleUkt 

Hollister 

Wasco 

llughson 

Waterford 

Huntington Park 

Watsonville 

Huron 

Weed 

indio 

Westmorland 

Industry 

Wheatland 

lone 

Williams 

Irwindale 

Wi litis 

Isleton 

Willows 

King City 

Winters 

Lake Elsinore 

Woodiukr 

\a Puente 

La wm Lull* 

Vreka 

Colorado 

Aguilar 

Brush 

Akron 

Buena Vista 

Alamosa 

Cal him 

Alma 

Campo 

Antonito 

Canon City 

Art* ha 

Cedaredge 

Ault 

Canter 

Blanca 

Central Qty 

Bonanza City 

Che raw 

Boone 

Cot) Creek 

Branson 

Coked ale 

Brookside 

Collhrun 
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Commerce City 

Ophir 

Cioede 

Orchard City 

Crested Butt* 

Otfway 

Ciestane 

Otii 

Cripple Cro«;k 

Ouray 

lirowSfy 

Otr'd 

Del Norte 

Page, to Springs 

Ml* 

PltliMik 

Dinosaur 

PioR 

IXilotvi 

Pnunij 

RUley 

PMtr 

Fil/abelh 

Pierce 

Fb^ler 

Pitkin 

Fleming 

Poochs Springs 

Florence 

PHtchc!! 

Fort Loptnn 

Pto»P«n t Heights 

Fowler 

R.im.ih 

Frederick 

Raymcf 

Fruit® 

RrJ dm 

CJitrtJrfi Oty 

Rko 

i.h mo® 

Rldgway 

Grtnid® 

R«x*hvule 

Grand junction 

Rocky Ford 

P* no hut* 

Rom^u 

GfOVeT 

RtlKdiiW 

Gunnison 

Kyi* 

Harim.in 

S®gu*i h<! 

H.ttWtd) 

SaHd* 

Molly 

SanfnnJ 

Holyoke 

S.m Luis 

Moop»*r 

Saw pit 

llotthklju 

Sedgwpk 

Hugo 

Sribcrt 

Ignactn 

Shendun Lake 


Silt 

lalnutown 

Silver Cliff 

juJrabuf^ 

Silver Plume 

Koftwaharg 

Silvaufon 

Kin 

Simla 

Kiowa 

Springfield 

Kit Carson 

Stark valla* 

b jarn 

Sogir dty 

tai Junta 

Superior 

(jm«r 

Swink 

tu>» Animas 

Telluride 

La Veil 

Trinidad 

Limon 

Two Buttes 

M«nu<M 

Victor 

Mancos 

Vila. 

Maul too Sprm^i 

Waller, burg 

M 40/a no la 

Walsh 

Moffat 

Ward 

Monte Vlria 

WcsbJBb 

Nitturitii • 

Wiggins 

Nor.la 

WUey 

Nunn 

W'llliarnibiiix 

Oik Creek 

Yam pa 

Olathe 

Yuma 

Olnry Spring 

Ana* him 

Conner licul 

J**weit City 

iionium 

Naugatuck 

Colchester 

Stafford Springs 

O.inHrlvin 

Tomogtun 

Bethel 

Delaware 

Laurel 

Binder 

Leipsic 

U'lttm 

la* wet 

Bridgrville 

Littic* Greek 

Chcswotd 

M.iynotei 

Clayton 

Milford 

Delaware Qly 

Milton 

Detain r 

New Ca*i'r* 

FlUnl.tle 

Ock>La.t 

Farmington 

Seaford 

Prank ford 

Smyrna 

Frederica 

Townsend 

Georgetown 

WiMKlsitie 

Greenwood 

Wyoming 

Hifrintkm 


Florida 


Alachua 

Jennings 

Alford 

Key Writ 

.Mlhs 

UbtDflt 

Apalachicola 

La Crosse 

Arcadia 

Lady Lake 

Archer 

Lake City 

Aubumdsle 

lake Hamilton 

Avon Park 

Lake Helen 

Bnrtow 

Like Wales 

Bay Lake 

Laurel Hill 

B.:Ue Gloria 

Uwtcy 

Blountstown 

br 

Bonlfay 

Leesburg 

Bowling Green 

live Oak 

Branford 

Madison 

Bronson 

Mulore 

Brook-wt Dr 

Maria nma 

Boned) 

M irineland 

Uushndl 

Mnscolte 

Callahan 

Mayo 

Cnmpbdltnn 

Mironopy 

Omabclfa 

Mmneol-i 

Ctiryville 

Monticello 

Cedar Grove 

Moore Haven 

Cedar Key 

Mount Dora 

Center Hill 

Mulberry 

Century 

Noma 

Chattahoochee 

Oak HUl 

Chi*fh»nd 

Oakland 

Chfpley 

Okeechobee 

Cinco Bayou 

Opatoeka 

Coleman 

Olter Creek 

Cotton Jale 

Palatkn 

Crescent City 

Paxton 

Crestvtaw 

Perry 

Cm« City 

Pkerson 

Davenport 

Polk City 

De Funlak Springs 

Pomona Park 

DeUrvd 

Ponce De Leon 

Dundee 

Port St Joe 

F^ilon villi' 

Quincy 

Bato 

Reddick 

Everglades 

St Augustine 

Fanning Spring 

Si Leo 

Felltmere 

St Marks 

Florida Oly 

Sebttng 

Fort Meade 

Sneads 

Fort White 

Sopchoppy 

Frostproof 

South Bay 

GruceviUt; 

Springfield 

Grand Ridge 

Starke 

Greensboro 

Umatilla 

Greenville 

Vernon 

Greenwood 

Waldo 

Groin® 

Wuuchut* 

Grov eland 

Watau 

1 (nines Oty 

Webster 

Hastings 

Week! War her Springs 

Hiivuni 

WeUka 

Hawthorne 

Westvilie 

High Springs 

Wewahilchka 

Homestead 

White Springs 

llorsesho* Retch 

Wiki wood 

Inter larhen 

Worthington Spring* 

Jasper 

Zolfn Springs 

Georgia 

Abbeville 

Arcade 

AdulrsvUle 

Argyle 

Adrian 

Arlington 

Alley 

Athburn 

Alamo 

Affapulgv* 

Atapoha 

Auburn 

A Morn 

Avers 

Adcnbunt 

Baconton 

Allentown 

Dambrulge 

Aim® 

Ball Ground 

Alston 

Bartlesville 

Ambrtne 

Bartow 

Americus 

Berwick 

Andersonvlllr 

Baxley 

Arabt 

BetwiNm 

Aragon 

Bibb City 


Bishop 

BJge Mill 

Dltck shear 

Lhson 

Blairsvilk* 

Blberton 

Blakely 

FJlaville 

lliue Ridge 

Blteriton 

Bluffton 

EHijay 

Boston 

Fmcrson 

Uostwkh 

Enigma 

Bowdon 

Epbeso* 

Bo wets v die 

F.lon 

Bowman 

Buharlee 

Braselton 

Pnirmount 

Bremen 

Fitzgerald 

Brinson 

Flemtngton 

Dronwood 

Floviila 

Brooklet 

Flowery Bunch 

Bnwks 

Folk* Ion 

Broxton 

Fonyth 

Brunswick 

Fort Gaines 

Buchanan 

Fort Valley 

Buck hr ad 

Franklin 

Buena Vista 

Garfield 

Buford 

C*y 

Boiler 

Geneva 

Byromvllle 

Georgetown 

B> ron 

Gibson 

Cadwell 

Gillivdle 

Cairo 

Girard 

Calhoun 

Glrnnvllte 

Camak 

Clenwood 

Camilla 

Gordon 

Canon 

Grantville 

Canton 

Crwubom 

Carl 

Greenville 

Carilon 

Griffin 

Camesvillo 

Guyton 

Ca riersviile 

Ihihira 

Cave Spring 

Hampton 

Cecil 

Harlem 

Ceitertown 

Harrison 

Chats worth 

Hartwell 

Chaunccy 

Hawk msv ille 

Chester 

Helena 

Clark csv tile 

Higgslon 

CUxtoct 

Hilltonia 

Clermont 

Hoboken 

Climax 

Hogamville 

Obbtown 

Homer 

Cochran 

Homervdte 

Cohutta 

Ideal 

Colbert 

lb 

Coleman 

Iron City 

Colima 

Irwinton 

Colquitt 

lack son 

Comer 

jackttsnv Ule 

Commerce 

Jeffersonville 

Gmcord 

Jenkinsburg 

Coohdge 

Jersey 

Cordele 

Jesup 

Corinth 

Jonesboro 

Covington 

Junction Oty 

Crawford 

Kingston 

Crawfords lUe 

Kite 

Cutset* 

La Grunge 

Cuthbert 

Lakeland 

Daisy 

Lake Park 

Dallas 

Lavonla 

Damascus 

Leary 

Dantelsv ille 

Leesburg 

Danville 

Lenox 

Darien 

Leslie 

Davisboro 

Lexington 

Dawson 

Lilly 

On wsonv ille 

Lincolnian 

Dearing 

Lin wood 

Decatur 

Lithonia 

Deniun 

IjOciisI Grove 

De Soto 

Lone Oak 

Dexter 

Louisville 

Doenm 

tovejoy 

Du Port 

Ludowici 

Bast EUifay 

Lula 

Kastman 

Lumber City 

Bust Point 

Lumpkin 

Baton ton 

Luthersvilk 
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ty*Hy 

Rossville 

Lyon* 

Russell 

MtCaycvtUe 

Rutledge 

McDonough 

Sale Cdy 

McRad 

SandertvlUo 

Madison 

Sardta 

Manassas 

Siiiirr 

Manchester 

Scotland 

MlkftsMd 

Screven 

Munthallvillc 

Sendia 

Muxeys 

Shady Dale 

Meantville 

Sharon 

M^gs 

Shurptburg 

Menlo 

Shrllman 

Mrrtrr 

Shiloh 

Mtdville 

Stlnam 

Milan 

Simthvillr 

Mtllufi 

Social Circle 

Milner 

Sopcrtnn 

Mineral BlufT 

Sparks 

Mitchell 

Sparta 

Molena 

StnpVtnn 

Monroe 

Statesboro 

Montezuma 

StiUmore 

Mondcrtb 

Summer! own 

Moutruae 

Summerville 

Morgan 

Sumner 

Morganton 

Sunny Side 

Morven 

Suncncy 

Moubne 

Swainsboro 

Mount Airy 

Sycamore 

Mount Vernon 

SylvanU 

Nuhunto 

Svlveater 

Naylor 

Tulbottan 

Nelson 

Talking Rock 

NrwUirti 

Newington 

TdllupikHu 
Tallulah Falla 

Newnan 

Tanylown 

Newton 

Taylnraville 

Nicholls 

Tenmlle 

Norman Park 

The Rock 

Norwood 

Thwnastun 

Oak Park 

Thomnavtlle 

Or block nee 

Thomson 

OitlU 

Tiger 

Odum * 

Tign.ill 

Ogle thorp* 

Toumaboro 

Oliver 

Trion 

Omaha 

Turin 

Omega 

Twin Gty 

Pamitt 

TyTy 

P.i tf gnu in 

UrudiUu 

P*vo 

Union Point 

Payne 

Uvald* 

ISiurnon 

Valdosta 

Pelham 

Varoell 

Pembroke 

Vidului 

Pinehurst 

Virtina 

Pint? Mountntn 

Villa Rica 

PinevHTW 

Wadlry 

Pitta 

Wateska 

Plaint 

Walnut Grove 

Pluitmlle 

WultbourviUc 

Portal 

Warm Spring* 

Porterdale 

Wartentan 

Pnulen 

Warwick 

PtMlOfl 

Pulaski 

Quitman 

Ranger 

Rayfe 

Washington 
Waverly Hall 
Way crass 
Waynesboro 
Weaton 

Rebecca 

West Point 

Register 

Whigham 

Kemrrtnn 

Whitt- 

Rentz 

White Plums 

Resar* 

Whitesburg 

Rest Haven 

Willacoochea 

Reynolds 

Williamson 

Rhine 

Winder 

Kiceboro 

Woodbin* 

Richland 

Woodbury 

Riddle iille 

Woodland 

Riverside 

Woodville 

Roberta 

Wren* 

Rochelle 

WnghUvltle 

Rockmurt 

Rocky Ford 

Romo 

Yulrsville 
Young Mania 


Idaho 


Aberdeen 

Malta 

Aceijula 

Melba 

Albion 

Mrnan 

American Falla 

Middleton 

Area 

Midvale 

Ashton 

Mmidaka 

Athol 

Montpelier 

Atomic City 

Moscow 

Bancroft 

Moyie Springs 

Belle vii r 

Mud Lake 

Blarkfoot 

Mullan 

Bloomington 

Nampa 

Bonner a Ferry 

New-ilaUr 

Buhl 

New Meadows 

CiddwrU 

New Plymouth 

Cambridge 

Nezperce 

Cascade 

Notus 

Castleford 

Oakley 

Challia 

Oldtown 

Clark Fork 

Oneway 

Clayton 

Orofino 

Clifton 

Oxford 

Coeuf D’Alene 

Parts 

Cottonwood 

Parma 

Council 

Payette 

Cralgmnnt 

Ptnrhurst 

Crouch 

Ptacenille 

Dulton Gardrna 

Pocatello 

Dayton 

Ponderay 

Donnelly 

Preston 

Downey 

Priest River 

Drummond 

Rathdrum 

Duhnta 

Rrubrna 

East Hope 

Rrxburg 

Elk River 

Rigby 

Emmett 

Riggins 

Femnn lj»kc 

Ririe 

Georgetown 

Roberts 

Glenna Ferry 

Rockland 

Gooding 

Rupert 

Grand View 

St Anthony 

Cningeville 

St Cbarfra 

Creenleaf 

St Mane's 

Hagermnn 

Salmon 

Hailey 

Standpoint 

Harrison 

Shoshone 

Hauser Lake 

SmelterviHe 

Hayden 

Spencer 

Hollister 

Spirit Lake 

Hope 

Stites 

Huetter 

Tensed 

Idaho City 

Teton 

|rrome 

Tetonla 

juUaetta 

Twin FalU 

Kamiah 

Victor 

Kellogg 

Wallace 

Kendrick 

Wardner 

Koaakia 

Warm River 

Kootenai 

Weippt 

Liipw.it 

Waiter 

Lava Hot Springs 

Wendell 

Leudore 

Weston 

McCall 

White Bird 

Me Gammon 

Wilder 

MacKay 

Worley 

Matad City 

Abingdon 

Illinois 

Andover 

Adeline 

Apple Rner 

Albers 

Arlington 

Alhambra 

Armington 

Allendale 

Aroma Park 

Al leflun 

Asbrly 

Alma 

Ashmore 

Alorton 

Ashton 

Alpha 

Assumption 

Alley 

Astoria 

Allamont 

Atlanta 

Altana 

Augusta 

Alto Pass 

Ava 

Alvin 

Aviston 

Amboy 

Avon 


Baldwin 

Chrisman 

Banner 

Christopher 

Bannockburn 

Cisco 

Bardolph 

Cune 

Barry 

Gssna Park 

Par (also 

Claremont 

Bum 

Clay City 

Bath 

Clayton 

Baylta 

Coalton 

Buy View Gardens 

Coatsburg 

Btutrdstown 

Cobden 

Beavrrville 

Coffeen 

Beckemcyer 

Colchester 

Beecher City 

Coleta 

Belgium 

CoHlnaviUe 

Belknap 

Colp 

Bella Prairie City 

Columbus 

Belle Rive 

Conge rville 

Belleflower 

Coulterville 

Belviderv 

Cowden 

Dement 

Creal Sprtngs 

Bank* 

Crcston 

Bendy 

Cubq 

Benton 

Cutler 

Berlin 

Cypress 

Bethany 

Dahlgren 

Btggsville 

Dallas City 

Bingham 

Dalzell 

Birds 

Dana 

Bishop HiU 

Danforth 

BUndinsvitle 

Danville 

Blue Island 

Davis Junction 

Blue Mound 

Deer Grove 

bluffs 

DeKalb 

Btuford 

De Land 

Bonnie 

Dcpue 

Bowen 

Detroit 

Bradford 

Dix 

Brat cl wood 

Dtxmoor 

Bridgeport 

Dixon 

Broadbands 

Dongola 

Brcm dw ell 

Donnellion 

Bructon 

Dorchester 

Brooklyn 

Dover 

Brookporl 

Dowell 

Broughton 

Du Boil 

Browing 

Dunfermline 

Brownatovm 

Dupo 

Brussels 

Du Quoin 

Buckner 

Durand 

Buda 

EagarviHe 

Du! pill 

Esrhrilti 

Buncombe 

East Alton 

Bunker Hill 

East Carondelrt 

Bureau function 

East Chicago Height* 

Burnt Prairie 

East Dubuque 

Bush 

East Gillespie 

Bushnell 

East Moline 

Cabery 

Easton 

Cahokia 

EddyviUe 

Cairo 

Kdgewood 

Calhoun 

Edinburg 

Cambria 

Edwardsvillr 

Cambridge 

El Dara 

Camden 

Eldorado 

Camp Point 

FJdred 

Canton 

Elizabethtown 

Capron 

Gkvtlle 

Girbondale 

Eihotl 

Carlins tile 

Ellis Grov e 

Carlyle 

FI Paso 

Gamers Mills 

Elsah 

Carrollton 

Ekaston 

Cartervilla 

Emdrn 

Casey 

Energy 

Casey v tile 

Enfield 

Cave in-Rock 

Equality 

Central City 

Exeter 

Centraba 

Fairfield 

Centrevilte 

Fairmont City 

Chandlcrvtlle 

Fairmounl 

Charleston 

Fairview 

Chebanse 

Farina 

Chester 

Farmer Gty 

Chesterfield 

Farmington 
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Fayetteville 

IcieeyvtUe 

Mil toon 

Paloia 

Simpson 

Ursa 

Ftfit 

jerseyville 

Maume 

Paxton 

Sims 

VaUey City 

Fidelity 

jewel! 

Maywood 

Pearl 

Smithboro 

Vandalla 

Fteidan 

johnston City 

Media 

Pearl Dty 

Smithfiehl 

Venice 

Fillmore 

joneaboro 

Medoni 

Pembroke 

Sorenlo 

Vermilion 

Ftthian 

foppa 

Melrose Park 

Percy 

South Beloit 

Vermont 

Rat Rock 

foy 

M*mdan 

Perry 

South Pitkin 

Vernon 

Flora 

| unction 

Mrndota 

Phoenix 

South Roxana 

Versailles 

Florence 

(unci ion City 

Meredosu 

Pin ron 

South Wilmington 

Victoria 

Forest City 

KampsvHlt 

Metcalf 

Pittsburg 

Sparta 

Vienna 

Forest Park 

Kane 

Metropolis 

Pittsfield 

Spidertown 

Villa Grove 

Forres ton 

Kangley 

Middletown 

PlainviUe 

Springer! on 

Virden 

Franklin Grove 

Kansas 

Milford 

Pleasant Hill 

Spring Volley 

Virginia 

Free burg 

Kamek 

Mill Shoal. 

Plymouth 

Standard City 

Waggoner 

Freeman Spur 

Kcenr* 

Milton 

Pocahontas 

Staunton 

Walnut 

Freeport 

Keenshurg 

Minortk 

Palo 

Sterling 

Wamac 

Galatia 

Keithsburg 

Modesto 

Ponloofluc 

Steward 

Wapalla 

Galesburg 

Kell 

Momenoo 

Poplar Grove 

Strwanlson 

Warren 

Garrett 

Kswsnor 

Monmouth 

Posen 

Stickney 

Warsaw 

Gays 

Keyesport 

Montrose 

Potomac 

Stockton 

Washburn 

Georgetown 

Kitboum* 

Morrtsonvid* 

Prairie City 

Stonefort 

Washington Park 

Ormuntown 

Kincaid 

Mound City 

Prairie Du Ror her 

Stone Pork 

Wataga 

Gillespie 

Kinder book 

Mound 

Pulaski 

S’omngton 

Watson 

('.Irani 

Kingston Mines 

Mound Station 

, Qutivcy 

Stoy 

Wayne City 

Gladstone 

Kinmundv 

Mount Carmel 

Radon 

Strusburg 

Waynesvllb* 

Clifford 

Kinsman 

Mount Carroll 

Raleigh 

Strawn 

Weldon 

Glasgow 

Kirkwood 

Mount Clare 

Ramsey 

Stnsator 

Wenona 

Codley 

Locon 

Mount Fxie 

Rankin 

Stronghurst 

Wcnonah 

Colconda 

U Fayette 

Mount Olive 

Ransom 

Sublet le 

West Brooklyn 

Golden 

La Harpa 

Mount Sterling 

Raritan 

Sullivan 

West City 

Golf 

La kr moor 

Mount Vemon 

Reddick 

Summrrfieid 

Westfield 

Gorevide 

Ui Motile 

Muddy 

Redmon 

Summit 

West Fronkforl 

Gorham 

Lanark 

Mulberry Grove 

Rlchvtew 

Sumner 

West Point 

Grafton 

La Prairie 

M uncle 

Ridge Furm 

Son River Terrace 

West viUc 

Grand Tower 

La Rose 

Murphy a bunt 

Ridgway 

Table Grove 

Wheeler 

Grandview 

U Satie 

Naples 

R.dolt 

Tamaroa 

Whiteash 

Grantfork 

Latham 

Nashville 

Rio 

Tamms 

White Dty 

Greenfield 

Lawruncevlll* 

Nason 

Ripley 

Tampico 

White Had 

Greenup 

tauf River 

National City 

Robbins 

Taylor Springs 

Williamson 

Greenville 

Lebanon 

Nauvoo 

Robinson 

Taylorville 

Wiltisville 

Griggs vide 

behind 

N Bo 

Rochelle 

Tennessee 

Willow Hid 

Heiftesvllfo 

Lenrburg 

Nelson 

Rockbridge 

Thawvtifo 

Wilmington 

Hamburg 

Lerne 

Neuga 

RoJulaLe 

Thebes 

Wilmington 

Hamilton 

Lewtstown 

New Athens 

Rock Palls 

Thompson vllle 

Wilsonvdte 

Ihmleisburg 

Liberty 

New Bedford 

Rock wood 

Tilden 

Winchester 

Hammond 

Lincoln 

New Boslon 

Roodhouse 

Tilton 

Winslow 

Hanaford 

Lisbon 

New Burnside 

Rose Hill 

Time 

Witt 

Hanna Dty 

UtckDeld 

New Canton 

Roseville 

TIskilwa 

Woodhud 

Hanover 

Littleton 

New Douglas 

Rosidare 

Toledo 

Wood lawn 

Hardin 

little York 

New Grand Chain 

Rossviltc 

Tonica 

Wood River 

Harmon 

Liverpool 

New Haven 

Roxana 

Topeka 

Warden 

Harrisburg 

Livingston 

New Minden 

Royal takes 

Tovey 

Wyanet 

Hartford 

Loom! 

New Salem 

Ruyatton 

Tower lldl 

Wyoming 

liurtaburg 

Lode 

Niantfo 

Ruma 

Troy Grove 

Xenia 

1 lurve! 

Lomas 

Noble 

Rusbvdle 

Ullin 

Zetgler 

Haney 

London Mills 

Norris 

Russellville 

Union Hill 


1 Invane 

tang Creek 

Norris City 

Rutland 


> j* 

1 lenning 

Longview 

North City 

Sailor Springs 


Indiana 

Herrick 

Lorain* 

North I lendcrwin 

St Anne 

Advance 

Boswell 

Herrin 

Louisville 

North Utica 

St Augustine 

Akron 

Bourbon 

Hettick 

tavington 

Oakland 

St David 

Alamo 

Brazil 

Hidalgo 

Ludlow 

Oakwood 

St Ebno 

Albany 

Brook 

Hillsboro 

Macedonia 

Oblong 

Ste Marie 

Albion 

Brooklyn 

HIIMew 

Mttaanshoro 

Odin 

St|ohns 

Alexandria 

Brook sburg 

Hindshoro 

Macomb 

Oglesby 

Sandoval 

Alfordavllle 

Brownstnwn 

Hodgkins 

Macon 

Ohio 

San fote 

Alton 

BruccvUlr 

Homer 

Madison 

Ohtman 

Satiget 

Altana 

Bryant 

1 (oopeslnn 

Maeystawn 

Okawville 

Savanna 

Ambia 

Bunker Hid 

llooppole 

Magnolia 

Old Ripley 

Sawyervdle 

Amboy 

Bumatlsville 

1 loped.lie 

Manchester 

Old Shawneclown 

Scales Mound 

Amo 

Butler 

Hull 

Manila 

Olmstuad 

Sdota 

Andrews 

Cadiz 

Hume 

Mansfield 

Omaha 

Scott villa 

Angola 

Cambridge City 

Hurst 

Mampleton 

Onarga 

Seaton 

Argos 

Gnmpbellsburg 

Hut Minville 

Maquon 

Oquawta 

Secor 

Ashley 

Cannelburg 

Inn 

Marengo 

Oregon 

Sasiar 

Aurora 

Cunnelton 

India mil.i 

Marietta 

Orient 

Shuwnortimn 

Austin 

Carbon 

Iota 

Marine 

Ottawa 

Sheffield 

Avilla 

Carefree 

Iroquois 

Marissa 

Ottendlla 

Sheldon 

Batnhridg.* 

Carlisle 

Irving 

Mark 

Owjneco 

Sherrard 

Bedford 

Carthage 

Irvington 

Markham 

Palmer 

Shipman 

Bethany 

Custietan 

lake 

Marshall 

Palmym 

Shumway 

Birknril 

Cayuga 

(vesdalc 

Martinsville 

Pan* 

Sibley 

Bloomfield 

Cedar Lake 

locksonviUe 

Masoaitah 

Papineuu 

Sided 

Blountsville 

Center Point 

b’fTrrsonvilte 

Mutherv ilia 

Paris 

Sigel 

idufflon 

Centerville 



Parkersburg 

SUvis 

Boston 

Cheimert 
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Charlestown 

feffersonvillr 

Chriiney 

joneslMiro 

Churubusco 

jonetvtllr 

Clarks Hill 

judsan 

Clay City 

Kempton 

Oaypool 

Kendallville 

Clayto* 

Kennnrd 

Clinton 

Kewanna 

Columbia 

Kingman 

Connersvillc 

Kingsbury 

Converse 

Kirk lit) 

Corunna 

Knightstown 

Cory don 

KnkghtsviUc 

Country Club Heights 

Knox 

Crandall 

Laconia 

CrawfordsviUe 

La Croase 

Cr orn well 

Ln Fontaine 

Oothrmille 

Lagro 

Culver 

Lakeville 

Dale 

La Pus 

Dana 

La Portr 

Decatur 

Laurel 

Decker 

Lawrence burg 

Denver 

Leavenworth 

Ditlsbom 

Lewisville 

Dublin 

Liberty 

Quieter 

Ugcnier 

Dunkirk 

lanton 

Dunmth 

Little York 

Dupont 

Livonia 

Earl Park 

lagans port 

East Germantown 

iurogootee 

Eaton 

tosantvUlc 

Economy 

Lynhurst 

Edinburg 

Lynn 

Edwardsport 

Lyons 

EIbcffeld 

Macy 

El train?! Kiowa 

Madison 

FJnorn 

Marengo 

Elwood 

Marlon 

English 

Murkle 

Fairmount 

Marklcville 

Fairs iew Park 

Marshall 

Farmersburg 

Martinsville 

Farmland 

Matthews 

Fort Branch 

Mauckport 

Fountain City 

Mecca 

Fowler 

MedaryvlUe 

Fowlerton 

Medora 

Francisco 

Mellon 

Frankfurt 

Me rum 

Franklin 

Michigan City 

Fredericksburg 

Mlrhigsntown 

French Lick 

Middletown 

Fulton 

Milan 

Garrett 

Milford 

Gas City 

Millhouscn 

Gaston 

Milltown 

Genes.t 

Milton 

Georgetown 

Mitchell 

Glen wood 

Modoc 

GoodUnd 

Monon 

Gosport 

Monroe City 

Grandview 

Montezuma 

Crecncnstle 

Montgomery 

Greensboro 

Montpelier 

Grcensburg 

Mooreland 

Greens fork 

Moores llill 

Griffin 

MooresviUe 

Hamilton 

Morgantown 

Hamlet 

Morocco 

Hanover 

Mount Auburn 

Hardinsbarg 

Mount Carmel 

Harmony 

Mount Etna 

Hanford City 

Mount Summit 

Hartsville 

Mulberry 

Hazleton 

Napoleon 

HtUsboto 

New Amsterdam 

Holton 

Newberry 

Hope 

New Castle 

Hudson 

New Market 

Huntington 

New Middle town 

1 lymera 

New Pekin 

Ingalls 

Newpoint 

[ttsonville 

Newport 


New Providence 

Shirley 

New Richmond 

Shoals 

Newtown 

Sidney 

North Grove 

South Whitley 

North ludson 

Spencer 

North Liberty 

SpinUnd 

North Manchester 

Spring Grove 

North Vernon 

Spring Hills 

Oakland City 

Springpori 

Ouktoo 

Spurgeon 

Odon 

Staunton 

Oldenburg 

Sttnesville 

Orestes 

Strnughn 

Orland 

Sullivan 

Orleans 

Sulphur Springs 

Osgood 

Summit vi lie 

Palmyra 

Sunman 

Paoli 

Switi City 

Paragon 

Tell City 

Parker City 

Tennyson 

Put oka 

Tborntown 

Patriot 

Tipton 

Pendleton 

Troy 

Penny die 

Union City - 

Wrrrysvdle 

Universal 

Peru 

Upland 

Pic rce ton 

Van Buicn 

Pine Village 

Veedersburg 

PlainviUe 

Vera Crux 

Plymouth 

Vernon 

Poneto 

Versailles 

Portland 

Vevay 

Princeton 

Vincennes 

Ravcnswood 

Wabash 

Redkey 

W'alkerton 

Reynolds 

Wallace 

Richmond 

Walton 

Ridge villa 

Warren 

Rising Sun 

Washington 

Roach dale 

Waterloo 

Roann 

W'avrland 

Rochester 

Weal Baden 

Rock, port 

W eal College Comer 

Rocky Ripple 

West Harrison 

Rome City 

West Lebanon 

Rosed* ie 

Westport , 

Ruseland 

W est Terre Hau^r 

Russ Mile 

Wheat fir Id 

Royal Center 

Wheatland 

Rushvillc 

W'hitestown 

St |or 

Whitewater 

St. Paul 

Whiting 

Salamonia 

Williamsport 

Salem 

Whnamac 

Saltillo 

Winchester 

Saratoga 

Windfall City 

Scottsburg 

Wingate 

Selena 

Wincna Lake 

Seymour 

Winslow 

Sharp* ville 

Wolcott 

Sbriburn 

Wolcott villa 

Shclbyvilta 

Sheridan 

Worthington 

Iowa 

Alton 

Armstrong 

Agency 

Arthur 

Ainsworth 

Ashton 

Akron 

Athelsian 

Albia 

Aubttfn 

Albion 

Audubon 

Alexander. 

Aurora 

Allerlon 

8ag!cy 

Allison 

Baldwin 

Alta Vista 

Bancroft 

Alton 

Barnes City 

Alvord 

Batavia 

Ames 

Braconsfield 

Andover 

Bedford 

Andrew 

Belle Phi me 

Anthon 

Bellevue 

Aredale 

Benton 

Anon 

Bernard 

Anspe 

Bevington 

Arlington 

Birmingham 


Btakenburg 

East Peru 

Blochton 

Eddy vi lie 

Bloomfield 

EGcwood 

Bonaparte 

Elberon 

Boxhotm 

Eldon 

Bradgate 

Elgin 

Hr tin don 

Elk ader 

Bridgeurotrf 

EUston 

Brighton 

Ely 

flristow 

Emerson 

Bronson 

F^morth 

Burlington 

EsthrrviUe 

Col lender 

Evansdale 

Cnntnl 

Extra 

Carbon 

Exline 

Carpenter 

Farley 

Carson 

Farmington 

Cascade 

Kamhamville 

Casey 

Fayette 

Cnstalia 

Fenton 

Costana 

Ferguson 

Center junction 

Floris 

Centerville 

Floyd 

Central CRy 

Foods 

Centralia 

Fontanelle 

Chariton 

Fort Dodge 

Charles City 

Fori Madison 

Charlotte 

Fraser 

Charter Oak 

Fredericksburg 

Chats worth 

Frcdoftia 

Chelsea 

Galt 

Cincinnati 

Galva 

Dare 

Garden Grove 

Clannda 

Garrison 

CUrksviKc 

George 

Clayton 

GtUctf Grove 

Clearfield 

Gilman 

C Eghom 

Gilmore City 

Clemons 

Grae Ringer 

Clermont 

Graf 

Clinton 

Grafton 

Clutter 

Grand River 

Coburg 

Grandview 

Caggon 

Grant 

Cota 

Gravity 

Colesburg 

Cray 

Collins 

Greeley 

Columbus City 

Greene 

Colwell 

Green Island 

Conway 

Greenville 

Coppock 

Griswold 

GorrrcUafiville 

Guernsey 

Corydon 

Hamilton 

Cotter 

Hanlontown 

Crawfordsvitle 

Hardy 

Crest on 

Harpers Ferry 

C tom well 

Hartley 

Cumberland 

Hartwick 

Curlew 

Harvey 

Cylinder 

Hastings 

Delias 

Havelock 

Danbury 

Haverhill 

Davis City 

Hawkeyr 

Dawson 

HayesviUe 

Dayton 

Hazleton 

Decatur City 

Hillsboro 

Deep River 

Holstein 

Delaware 

Itapkinton 

Delhi 

Homick 

Detail 

Huraeston 

Delta 

Hurstville 

Derby 

Ida Grove 

Diagonal 

Ionia 

Dickens 

lackson |unction 

Dolilver 

Kamrar 

Donnan 

Kanawha 

Dougherty 

Kellerton 

Down 

Kensett 

Drukcsville 

Kent 

Dumont 

Keokuk 

Dundee 

Keoaauqua 

Dunlap 

Keota 

Furling 

KtmbaiRon 

Earlvilie 

Ktrkville 

Early 

Ktroa 
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Knirrun 

New Hartford 

Lncona 

New liberty 

Lake View 

New Market 

Lukcta 

New Vienna 

Limoni 

New Virginin 

luinuml 

Nor* Spring* 

La Motto 

Northltoto 

LaAnsboru 

North English 

Lansing 

North Washington 

Li Porte City 

Norway 

Lawler 

NuflUl 

Leon 

Oakland 

I t Roy 

Oakville 

Islt* 

Otlebolt 

Lime Spring* 

Ovlweln . 

Linden 

OUn 

I.N. vlll. 

Olito 

linn Grove 

OmiWA 

Lisromb 

Oneida 

Litllrport 

Ortilow 

Ullk Rock 

Orchard 

Littk Sioux 

Orient 

Livermore 

Osktiloo#* 

Log»n 

Ossian 

bvhrville 

Osb-rdock 

Loriim# 

Otu 

LoM .Nation 

Oitumwu 

1/niti.i 

Oxford function 

Loot* 

Paivor* 

Lu Venn* 

Paton 

Luzerne 

Persia 

Lyllon 

Phtemon 

McClelland 

Pierson 

Macedonia 

Plain View 

McGregor 

Plano 

Mrlnlire 

Pleasanton 

Magnolia 

Mover 

Matron) 

Plymouth 

Manchester 

Pocahontas 

Maple tan 

Pomeroy 

Maquokrta 

Popi'hiy 

Marathon 

Portsmouth 

Marble Rock 

Postville 

Marcus 

Preston 

Marrngu 

Primghur 

Mofpi 

Promise City 

Monjaf tie 

Prolixin 

Marshalltown 

PuLski 

Marfiniburg 

Quasquelan 

Moon 

Kandaliii 

M.uoovilk 

Randolph 

Mil Mi na 

Rathbun 

Maurice 

Redding 

M«i \ well 

Rodfleld 

Maynard 

Rctmlek 


Rhode* 

Medic poll* 

RtceviUe 

Melbourne 

Richland 

Melcher 

Ricketts 

MHiuve 

Rlnard 

Menlo 

Kingstrd 

Meservey 

Riverside 

Middletown 

Riverton 

Mite* 

Rock Fait* 

Mitlortoii 

Rodney 

Mi lion 

Rcdfe 

Mtnhtam 

Rome 

Mitchell 

Rost Hill 

Mood* min 

• Rowan 

Nfottmouth 

Rowley 

Montrose 

Rudd 

Moorhead 

Russell 

Moravia 

Ruth ven 

Motley 

Ryan 

Moulton 

Sabttb 

Mount Auburn 

Sac 

Mount Ayr 

St Anthony 

Mount IKcrfsant 

Sr Donut it* 

Mount Sterling 

St Luc ii» 

Murray 

st our 

Mn Utic 

St Puui 

Nashua 

Scarville 

Nemaha 

Schuller 

NvoIa 

Schleswig 

New AlWn 

Scranton 


Se> moar 

Urbuna 

Slumbaugh 

Ute 

Shannon City 

Van Wert 

Shurpsburg 

Villisca 

Shelby 

Vintng 

ShcUiahl 

Vinton 

ShrlLburg 

Volga 

Sherrill 

Wadena 

Sibley 

Walker 

Sigourney 

Wall Like 

Sioux Rapid* 

Walturt 

Snuthlund 

Wmhta 

Soldier 

Woterville 

Spillvdle 

Waucoma 

Spraguevtlle 

Waukon 

Springbtook 

W'ayland 

Stacy idle 

Webster 

Stanley 

Weldon 

State Center 

WcUtburg 

Steamboat Ruck 

W r elton 

Stockport 

Wrstgate 

Stockton 

Westphalia 

Stratford 

Writ Union 

Strawberry Point 

W'hat Cheer 

Sutherland 

Wheatland 

Swaledale 

Whittemor* 

Swea City 

Whitten 

Tabor 

Willey 

Tama 

Witltama 

Templeton 

Williamson 

Tennant 

Wintersd 

Thayer 

Wmthrop 

Thompson 

Wiota 

Thor 

Wood bum 

Thornburg 

Wool* lock 

Tingley 

Yule 

Toronto 

Yettcr 

Udell 

Swingle 

Unionvillc 

Kansas 

Abbyville 

Cawker City 

Abilene 

Cedar 

Agenda 

Cedar Vale 

Agra 

Ontralia 

Albert 

Chapman 

Alden 

Chautauqua 

Alexander 

Cherry vale 

Alma 

Chelopa 

Almrru^ 

Circlrville 

Altoona 

Clay Center 

Anthony 

Clifton 

Arradia 

Climax 

Arlington 

Clyde 

Arma 

Coffeyville 

Atchifton 

Col Iyer 

Athol 

Colony 

Attica 

Columbu* 

Axtcll 

Concordia 

Baldwin City 

Coalidge 

Barnard 

Coming 

Barrie* 

Cottonwood Falla 

Bartlett 

Council Grove 

Bassett 

Court la ltd 

Baxter Spring* 

CoyvtUe 

Buzme 

Cuba 

Bclloit 

Culver 

BHpre 

Damar 

Benedict 

Dcartng 

Bern 

Deerfield 

Bifton 

Dclpbos 

Blur Moartd 

Denison 

Blur'R.ipids 

Denton 

Bluff City 

Dorranoe 

Rronsun 

Down* 

Brook viU# 

Dresden 

Brownell 

Dunlap 

Buffalo 

Durham 

Bunker Hill 

Dwight 

Burns 

Edna 

Burr Oak 

Elgin 

Buthong 

Elk Qty 

Caldwell 

Elk Fall* 

Canry 

Elsmore 

Ca**oday 

El wood 


Emmett 

Ixrng Island 

Engtrwood 

Louisville 

Ensign 

Luca* 

Enterprise 

Lurny 

Eakndgr 

McCracken 

Eureka 

Mi.Cube 

Everest 

McDonald 

Fairview 

McClouth 

Fall River 

Mahaska 

Florence 

Manhattan 

Fontana 

Mankato 

Ford 

Maplrton 

Formofto 

Marquette 

Fort Scort 

Meade 

Frtdimi* 

Menlo 

Fulton 

Milan 

Galena 

Miltonvnle 

Garnett 

Minneapolis 

Gaylord 

Minneoia 

Geneseo 

MorganvilU* 

Geuda Springs 

Morlund 

Glade 

Morrill 

Glu*co 

MormwviUe 

Ckiff 

Moscow 

Goodtand 

Mound City 

Gorham 

Mound Valley 

Gove City 

Mulberry 

Green 

Mullinvtlla 

Gramleaf 

Munden 

GtenoL 

Mu*cotuk 

Crinnell 

Narka 

Gypsum 

Nu to mu 

Hmicbim 

Neodesha 

Hamilton 

NeoaKo Fall* 

Itnmlin 

Netawaka 

f (.mover 

New Cambria 

1 funs trm 

Nickerson 

Hardlner 

Niotaxr 

1 Linford 

Norcat ur 

llarvey ville 

Norton 

llavtlnnd 

Norton v die 

Hazel tun 

Oak Hill 

llermglon 

Herndon 

Oakley 

Oflerir 

Highland 

Olmitx 

Hillsboro 

Olpe 

1 lolyrood 

Oleburg 

Horace 

Onaga 

Horton 

Oneida 

Howard 

Osborne 

lloxie 

Oswego 

Hunter 

Ottawa 

Huron 

Painter 

flutchln»on 

Paradise 

Kola 

Park 

Jamestown 

Parker 

jenmngs 

Parkervlllr 

jet more 

Purr, cm* 

j 1 Mgfl 

Partridge 

junction City 

Paxico 

Kanomdo 

Ppulwdy 

Kensington 

Prnaloss 

Kincaid 

Peru 

Kingman 

Pittsburg 

Kinsley 

Plataville 

Kiowa 

Pleasanton 

Kirwin 

Plevna 

Laliette 

Portia 

b» llarpe 

Powhotton 

Lane 

Prone View 

Lmgrlon 

Prescott 

Litham 

1‘rrtton 

Lebanon 

Quertemo 

Lmnrn 

Quintet 

l/UDft 

Rumnn* 

Leonard*rile 

Randall 

Lr Roy 

Rantoul 

Liberty 

Raymond 

Lelwnthal 

Retffield 

Lincoln Center 

Republic 

Lncolnvflle 

Reserve 

Lynn 

Rrxford 

Lnwood 

Richfield 

Lltlr River 

Richmond 

fjogan 

Roxrl 
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Rush Center 

Tipton 

Cray son 

Owenton 

Wlngo 

Worthington Hills 

Russell Spring* 

Toronto 

Creensburg 

Owingsvilte 

Wood burn 

Woflhvltte 

Sdbctha 

Treece 

Greenup 

Paducah 

WoodLiwn 

WortUnd 

St Francis 

Tribune 

Guthrie 

Paints vi lie 

Worthington 


SaUntu 

Troy 

Hanson 

Pan* 

Louisiana 


Savonburg 

Turon 

Hardin 

Park Oty 

Abbeville 

Golden Meadow 

Scammon 

Tyro 

Hardinsburg 

Park Hills 

Abita Springs 

Coldonna 

Scondia 

Utica 

Harlan 

Parkway Viltage 

Albany 

Grambling 

Schocnchen 

Valley Falls 

Harrodsburg 

Pembroke 

Amite Oty 

Grand Cane 

Scot! City 

Vining 

Hartford 

Pcrryville 

Angie 

Grand Cotea u 

Scranton 

Virgil 

HawcsviMe 

PikeviUe 

Arcadia 

Grand l*le 

Sciden 

WrteMd 

Hazard 

Pincvtlle 

Aroaudville 

Grayson 

Severance 

Waldo 

Hazel 

Pippa Passes 

Ashland 

Crcensburg 

Sevcry 

Waldron 

Henderson 

Pleasureville 

Athena 

Crosse Tete 

Seward 

Wallace 

Hickman 

Powderly 

Baldwin 

Gurydan 

Sharon Spring* 

Walnut 

Hindman 

Prestonburg 

Basile 

Hull Summit 

Smith Center 

Washington 

l line vi lie 

Preston villa* 

Baskin 

Hammond 

Soldier 

Woverly 

llodgcnviUe 

Princeton 

Bastrop 

Harrisonburg 

Solomon 

Wolf 

Horse Cave 

Providence 

Belcher 

Haughton 

South Haven 

Wetmore 

Humor's Hollow 

R .Iceland 

Bernice 

lla vnesvi lie 

Speurville 

Wheaton 

Huston villa 

Ravenna 

Bienville 

Heflin 

Stafford 

White City 

Myden 

Richmond 

Bogalusa 

Henderson 

Stark 

White Cloud 

Irvino 

Rochester 

Bonita 

Hodge 

Sterling 

Whiting 

Irvington 

Kockpott 

Boyce 

Homer 

Stockton 

WUIard 

Island 

Russell Spring* 

Brnaux Bridge 

Horn beck 

Strong City 

Williamsburg 

Jackson 

Russellville 

Bry eland 

Hi* st on 

Summerfield 

Wilson 

lamest own 

Sacramento 

Bunk ie 

Ida 

Sun City 

Winchester 

Jeffersonville 

Sudteville 

Calvin 

Independence 

Hu«unk 

Windom 

jenkins 

St Charles 

Camptl 

lota 

Sylvan Grove 

Winona 

junction City 

Solera 

Castor 

Jackson 

Sylvia 

Woodston 

Kevil 

Salt tick 

Chataignier 

Jamestown 

Syracuse 

Yatm Center 

l.a Center 

Salycrsvilfa 

Chalhm.m 

jeanerette 

; umpj 

2nd* 

La Fayette 

Sander* 

Cheney v ilk* 

jennings 

Tescott 

Zurich 

Lancaster 

Sandy Hook 

Choudrttnl 

Jonesboro 

Thayer 


Lntonia lake* 

Sardis 

Church Point 

jonesville 


Kentucky 

Lebanon 

Science Hill 

Clarence 

Junction City 


Lebanon Junction 

Scoltavitle 

Clarks 

Kaplan 

Aditirvillr 

(.lint on 

Leitch field 

Sebree 

Clayton 

Keatchie 

Albany 

Cloverp< id 

larwisburg 

Sharpsburg 

Clinton 

Kentwood 

Allen 

Columbia 

Liberty 

Shelbyvtlle 

Colfax 

Kilboume 

Arlington 

Columbus 

Livermore 

Shepherd* vi lie 

Collinston 

Kinder 

Auburn 

Concord 

Uvingstan 

Silver Grove 

Columbia 

Krotr Springs 

Augusta 

Corbin 

Lock port 

Slaughtervillr 

Converse 

Lake Arthur 

fkirbourville 

Corinth 

London 

Smithfleld 

Cotton port 

Lake Providence 

ILard* town 

Corythm 

toretto 

Smith land 

Cotton Valley 

Lecomptc 

Hard well 

Cr.ib On hard 

Louisa 

Smith* Grove 

Q Misha Ma 

Lees vilie 

lUrtow 

Oof tun 

Loyal) 

Somerset 

Covington 

Leonvllte 

PaattyviUe 

Cimilieriund 

Ludlow 

Sonora 

Crowley 

Ullie 

Bedford 

Cynihlunu 

Lynch 

South Carroltun 

Cullen 

Lisbon 

Bellevue 

Danville 

Lynnview 

South Shore 

Delcamhre 

Livingston 

Benham 

Dawson Springs 

Md Irnry 

Sparta 

Delhi 

Logansport 

Benton 

Dayton 

McKee 

Springfield 

Ddta 

Longs tree! 

Berry 

Dixon 

MackvlHe 

Stamping Ground 

De Quincy 

LoreauviUe 

lilalno 

Dover 

Madisonville 

Stanford 

De Bidder 

Lucky 

Bloomfield 

Ur.» Vox Wo 

Manchester 

Stanton 

Dixie bin 

Lutchcr 

Bonnievillv 

Dry Ridge 

Marian 

Slurg la 

Dodson 

McNary 

Bonneville 

Burlington 

Martin 

Taylorsville 

DonaldsonvitU 

Madiaonville 

Bowling Grv«*n 

Kddyvjjte 

Mayfield 

Toilesbono 

Doytine 

Mamou 

BradfunhvHIo 

Bdinontnii 

Maysvilln 

Tompkinsville 

Dry Prong 

Mangham 

Bremen 

Kkron 

Melbourne 

Trenton 

East Hodge 

Man* Hr Id 

Ibudheud 

FJkhorn City 

Middlrsborm.gh 

Unkmtown 

Elizabeth 

M unsura 

Hmomley 

Blktnn 

Midway 

Upton 

Elton 

Many 

Brooktvillr 

Kmiuen.e 

Mi !ler* burg 

Vanceborg 

Epps 

Maringomn 

Brownsville 

Eubank 

Milton 

Vicco 

Rrath 

Marion 

Itargm 

K\ irl* 

Minor lame Height* 

Visalia 

Eros 

Murksville 

B.irnaiilr 

Bwmg 

Monterey 

Wallins Creek 

Esthrrwood 

Maurice 

Billler 

Pofdkki 

Monticrllo 

Walton 

Bunke 

Melville 

Cidut 

Falmouth 

Mordiead 

Warfield 

Evergreen 

Mermentau 

Calhoun 

Ferguson 

Morganfleld 

Warsaw 

Farmerville 

Mcr Rouge 

lalifiimla 

Fleming-Neon 

Morgantown 

Water Valley 

Fenton 

Merry vi lie 

Camargo 

Flemingsburg 

Morions Cap 

Way land 

Ferrkhty 

Minden 

<amphdkburg 

FonUvilln 

Mount OHvct 

Wffl Buechel 

Fisher 

Montgomery 

C ampton 

Foster 

Mount Sterling 

West Liberty 

Horten 

MorUpctief 

1 .incyville 

Fountain Run 

Mount Vernon 

West Point 

Folsom 

Mooringsport 

i artiste 

Frarllin 

M at dr a ugh 

Whoatcroft 

Fordoclia 

Monrauviltc 

C.irrtilbiin 

Fnrdonia 

Munfordville 

Wheelwright 

Forest 

Morgan City 

Ctiinvillf 

FMchbnrg 

Murray 

White H*ln« 

Forest lftll 

Mnrguuza 

Cuteyville 

Fulton 

Nebo 

Whitesburg 

Franklin 

Morse 

CMtlettd>ur>| 

Ceoigitown 

Newbufg 

Whlterv ilia 

Franklinton 

Mound 

< lave City 

Germantown 

New Castle 

Wh&Iiffe 

French Settlement 

Mount Lebanon 

I Vnterlow n 

Ghent 

New Haven 

Willi .tentburg 

Georgetown 

Napoleon ville 

Central 

Glasgow 

Newport 

Williamstuwn 

GibsLmd 

Natchez 

Gariton 

C4m» *h» 

NnrtonviUe 

Wtlhaburg 

Gilbert 

Natchitoches 

Clay 

Grand Kivriu 

Oakland 

Wilmora 

Gilliam 

Newellton 

Clay City 

Gtalz 

Olive IIUI 

Winchester 

Gienmora 

New Roads 
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North 1 lodge 

Saline 

Norwood 

Sarepta 

Oakdale 

Shongiiloo 

Oak Grove 

Sibley 

Oak Ridge 

Sicily Island 

Obcriin 

Sikes 

Oil City 

Simmrsport 

Opelousas 

Simpson Sorrento 

Palmetto 

South Mansfield 

Parks 

Speortville 

Pine Prairie 

Springfield 

Pioneer 

Stanley 

Plain Dealing 

Sun 

Plaque mine 

Sunset 

Pfaucheville 

Tallulah 

Pleasant Hill 

Tangipahoa 

hillock 

Tickfaw 

Ponchatoula 

Tullos 

Port Burre 

Turkey Creak 

Powhatan 

Urania 

Provencal 

Vamado 

Raynr 

ViUe Platte 

Rayvillc 

Vivian 

Reeves 

Walker 

Richmond 

Washington 

Rich wood 

Waterproof 

Ridgecrest 

Welsh 

Ringgold 

White Castle 

Rodetine 

Wilson 

Rodcssii 

Winnfield 

Rosedale 

Winntburo 

Homeland 

Wisner 

SI FrancisviUr 

Woodworth 

St. |oseph 

Zwolle 

St. Mart in villa 



Maine 

Augusta 

Gardiner 

Belfast 

Hollowell 

Biddeford 

Old Town 

Brewer 

Presque Isle 

Calais 

Rockland 

Caribou 

South Portland 

East port 

WatcrviUc 


Maryland 

Aberdeen 

Hebron 

Barton 

Henderson 

Berlin 

Hillsboro 

Betterton 

Hariock 

Brentwood 

Kitzmillerville 

Brookeville 

Loch Lynn Heights 

Brook view 

Lonaroning 

Cambridge 

Mardelu Springs 

Capitol Heights 

Mary del 

Cedlton 

Midland 

Charlestown 

Mountain lake Park 

Chesapeake City 

Mount Rainior 

Chestertown 

North Beach 

Church Creek 

North Brentwood 

Colmar Manor 

North East 

Criaficld 

Oakland 

Deer Park 

Perryville 

Dalmar 

Pocomoke City 

Denton 

Port Deposit 

East New Market 

Princess Anne 

Edmonston 

Quern Anne 

Eldorado 

Ridgely 

Eikton 

Rock Hall 

Fjnmitsburg 

St Michaels 

Fairniount Heights 

Salisbury 

Fedara l*borg 

Secretary 

FnencUville 

Sharpsburg 

Frostburg 

Smithsburg 

Galana 

Snow Hill 

Galestown 

Sudlersvllle 

Goldsboro 

Tcmpleville 

GrantsviUe 

Vienna 

Greensboro 

Westemport 

Hancock 

Williamsport 

Havre Do Grace 



Chelsea 

Massachusetts 

Revere 

Everett 

Taunton 

Gardner 

North Adams 

Addison 

Michigan 

Colon 

Adrian 

CotumbiavUle 

Ahmeek 

Concord 

Akron 

Constantine 

Alanscin 

Coopers ville 

Albion 

Copemiih 

Algonac 

Copper City 

Allegan 

Corunna 

Allen 

Croawell 

Alma 

Crystal Falls 

Almnnt 

Custer 

Alpena 

Daggett 

Alpha 

Dansvdle 

Applegate 

Decatur 

Armada 

Dcckerville 

Ashley 

Deerfield 

Athens 

De Tour Village 

Bad Axe 

Dowagiuc 

Baldwin 

Dry den 

Bancroft 

Durand 

Bangor 

Eagle 

Banigu 

East |ordan 

Burry ton 

East Lake 

Bear Lake 

East Tawas 

Beaverton 

Eaton Rapids 

Belding 

Eau Claire 

Bell a ire 

Ecorse 

Bellevue 

Ed more 

Benzoma 

Edwards burg 

Berrirn Springs 

Elberta 

Bessemer 

Eikton 

Beulah 

Ellsworth 

Big Rupids 

Elsie 

Bloomtngdiile 

Emmett 

Boyne City 

Empire 

Boyne Falls 

Escanaba 

Breckenridge 

Essex ville 

Breedsville 

Estral Beach 

Britton 

Evart 

Bronson 

Farwot) 

Brooklyn 

Fennville 

Brown City 

Fenton 

Buchanan 

Femdale 

Buckley 

Fife Lake 

Burlington 

Forestvlllo 

Burr Oak 

Fountain 

Burion 

Fowier 

Byron 

Fowlervtlle 

Cadillac 

Frankfort 

Calumet 

Freeport 

Camden 

Free Soil 

Capac 

Fremont 

Curie! on 

Fruitport 

Carney 

Gaastra 

Caro 

Gagrtown 

Carson City 

Gaines 

Carsonvitle 

Galesburg 

Ca Seville 

Calien 

Casnovia 

Garden 

Caspian 

Gaylord 

Cassopolis 

Gladstone 

Cedar Springs 

Gladwin 

Cement City 

Gobles 

Central Lake 

Grand Haven • 

Centreville 

Grant 

Charlevoix 

Grayling 

Charlotte 

Greenville 

Cheboygan 

Hamtramck 

Chesaning 

Hancock 

Clare 

Hanover 

Clarksville 

Harbor Beach 

Clayton 

Harbor Springs 

Clifford 

Harrietts 

Clio 

liaminn 

Coldwater 

Harrisvdle 

Coleman 

Hart 

Colonu* 

Hartford 


Hustings 

Mirden City 

llarel Park 

Monroe 

Hersey 

Montague 

Hesperia 

Montrose 

Highland Peri 

Moreno 

1 lillmun 

Motley 

Hillsdale 

Mortice 

Holly 

Mount Clemens 

llomrr 

Mount Morris 

Honor 

Mount Pleasant 

Hopkins 

Muir 

Hough tun 

Mullikvn 

Howard City 

Munising 

Howell 

Nashville 

Hubbardston 

Negnunee 

Hudson 

Newaygo 

Iruli*)’ City 

Newberry 

Inkster 

New Buffalo 

Ionia 

New Era 

Iron Mount* m 

New Haven 

Iron River 

New Lothrop 

Iron wood 

Niles 

Ishpeming 

North Adams 

Ithaca 

North Branch 

femes v tile 

Northport 

Kutcva 

Norway 

Kalkaska 

Oakley 

Keego Harbor 

Oak Ptork 

Kent Qty 

OUvet 

Kind© 

Omer 

Kingsford 

Onuwuy 

Kingsley* 

Onekama 

Kingston 

Onsted 

Laingsburg 

Ontonagon 

Lake Linden 

Ortonville 

Luke Odessa 

Otisville 

Lakeview 

Ot»rRO 

Lakewood Club 

Otter Lake 

Ijrnse 

Ovid * 

lot peer 

Owendate 

Laurium 

Owosso 

Lawrence 

Parma 

Lawton 

Paw Paw 

Lennon 

Peck 

U Roy 

PrlUton 

Lexington 

Pemnton 

Lincoln 

Perry 

Linden 

Petersburg 

Litchfield 

Petoskey 

Lowell 

Pewamo 

Ludington 

Pierson 

lama Pier 

Pigeon 

Luther 

Pinckney 

Lyons 

Pinconning 

McBain 

Port Austin 

McBride 

Pori Hope 

Mackinac Island 

Portland 

Mackinaw City 

Port Sanilac 

Mancetona 

Posen 

Manchester 

Pattern lie 

Manistee 

Powers 

Mnnisfiqur 

Prescott 

Manton 

Quincy 

Maple Rapids 

Ravenna 

Manrcltus 

Reading 

Marine City 

Reed City 

Marion 

Reese 

Marlctte 

Richmond 

Marquette 

River Rouge 

Marshall 

Roger City 

Martin 

Romeo 

Mattawnn 

Roscommon 

May ville 

Rosebush 

Mecosta 

Rose City 

Melvin 

Rothbury 

Melvtndale 

St Charles 

Memphis 

St Clair 

Mend on 

St. Ignace 

Menominee 

St Joseph 

Memll 

St. Louis 

Mtaick 

Sand Luke 

Meta more 

Sandusky 

Middles tile 

Saranac 

Millcrsburg 

Sault Sainte Marie 

Millington 

ScottviUe 
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Sebew.iing 

Twining 

Shelby 

Ubly 

Sheridan 

Union City 

Sherwood 

Union villa 

South Haven 

Vandalia 

South Range 

Vanderbilt 

South Rockwooii 

Vasstir 

Sparta 

Vermont vilh* 

Spring Like 

Vernon 

Sprtngport 

Wakefield 

Starr ba ugh 

Waldron 

Stindi>h 

WulkrrviKe 

Stanton 

Water v bet 

Stan wood 

Way land 

Stephenson 

Wayne 

Sterling 

West Branch 

Sturgis 

Westphalia 

Sunfleld 

White Cloud 

Sutton* ftay 

Whitehall 

Tawa* City 

White Pigeon 

Tecumseh 

\Vhm»morc 

Tekonaha 

Wolverine 

Thompsonville 

V/oodLud 

Three Oak* 

Wyandotte 

Three HI vert 

Vale 

Traverse 

Ypaihmti 

Turner 

Zealand 

Tuitiu 

Zilwaokee 

Minnesota 

Aii» 

Brecketu'.dge 

Adrian 

Bn-wiier 

Aitkin 

Brirelyn 

Ak»*ley 

Brook Park 

Albany 

Brook % 

Alberta 

Broatafan 

Aldrich 

Brooteo 

Alexandria 

BrowervlPe 

Alpha 

Brown srLte 

Allura 

BrQtdll Valley 

Alvarado 

Druio 

Ambuy 

Beckman 

Appleton 

Buffalo Lake 

/Xm\c 

Buhl 

Arlington 

Butterfield 

Aflkuv 

Callaway 

AudulKin 

Calumet 

As* oca 

Canby 

ILckus 

(Hanlon 

Badger 

Carlton 

fk.gky 

Can* Lake 

Ikinium 

Cedar M*tU 

Barrett 

Chandler 

Barry 

Chisholm 

Battle Lake 

Clara City 

Ruudctte 

ClarisM 

Beardsley 

Clearbrook 

BccfuM* 

Clear Like 

Beta* 

Clement* 

B* i '^rade 

Cleveland 

BeDchestitr 

Climax 

Bellingham 

Q» the rail 

Beltrami 

Clontarf 

nemhiji 

Cloquet 

Nenu 

Qobden 

B* rrson 

Coleraine 

Bertha 

Comfrcy 

Bethel 

Conger 

Bigelow 

Cook 

Big Filth 

Correll 

Bigfork 

Cosmo* 

Big Luke 

Cromwell 

Bingham Lake 

Crookaton 

Bird bland 

Crokby 

BiwnMk 

Crosvtnkr 

Blue k duck 

Currie 

Blomkest 

Cyma 

BltifTton 

Dalton 

Bock 

Danvers 

Bovey 

Darwin 

M.fvvlu* 

Du Mel 

Boyd 

Deer Creek 

Boy Rber 

Deer River 

Orainerd 

Deep wood 

Hs.iham 

D« Gruff 


IV la van 

Hector 

Dtdhi 

Hr idelbrrg 

Denham 

Henderson 

Dennison 

Hendricks 

Dent 

Hendrum 

Detroit Lakes 

Henr ing 

Danaldion 

Henrietta 

Dumont 

Hcjman 

Dundee 

Herman town 

Dunnell 

Heron Like 

K.«gle Bend 

Hewitt 

Easton 

1 fibbing 

Vxho 

Hill City 

Eden Valley 

Hillman 

Edge r ton 

Hiltlop 

Fffie 

ILnnJdey 

Elbow take 

Hitterdul 

Elitabath 

Hoffman 

El U worth 

Hokah 

Elmdiile 

Holland 

Elmore 

Holloway 

Mrosu 

Holt 

Ely 

Houston 

Hysi.in 

Humboldt 

Emily 

Ihlen 

Emmons 

International Falls 

Erhard 

Iron (unction 

Ersklnr 

Ironton 

Evan 

Isanti 

Evansville 

Isle 

Kvclcth 

Ivinhoe 

Fairfax 

|&ckian 

Faribault 

(asper 

F.ir.vdl 

(eflrrs 

Federal Dam 

jenkin* 

Felton 

johriiun 

Fergus Fall* 

Karlstad 

Fertile 

Kacota 

Fifty Lake* 

Ketwattn 

Finlay too 

Ketliher 

Flensburg 

Kclleg* 

Flood wood 

Kannody 

Foreston 

Kenneth 

Fort Ripley 

Kensington 

Futtton 

Kent 

Fountain 

Kenyon 

Foxhom* 

Kerrick 

Franklin 

Kettle River 

Franklin 

Kilkenny 

Fra tee 

Kimball 

Freeport 

Kingston 

Frost 

Lafayette 

Garvin 

take Benton 

Cary 

Lake Browuson 

Genola 

Lake Park 

Georgetown 

Lake Wilson 

Ghent 

Lambetion 

Oilman 

Lancaster 

Glen wood 

Lanes bom 

Glyndon 

La Porte 

Gonvlck 

la SuEe 

Goodridg* 

tastrup 

Good Thunder 

Lr Center 

Grand Marat* 

Ungby 

Grand Rapids 

Leonard 

Granite Foils v 

Lewisville 

Crasston 

Uimore 

Grcrnhush 

Ltchfiefd 

Green hie 

Little Falls 

Grey Eagle 

Lttlefork 

Grove City 

Ling Beach 

Gully 

Longville 

1 lackentack 

Lonsdale 

Hadley 

Lulsburg 

Hillock 

Lowry 

Hammond 

tacan 

Hampton 

tavern* 

Hm-iiui 

Lyle 

Harding 

Mabel 

Hardwick 

McGrath 

Harmony 

McGregor 

Hartland 

McIntosh 

llilfelil 

McKinley 

1 Liwbry 

Madtoon 

Huxel Run 

Magnolia 


M ihnomen 

Ronneby 

Manhattan Brach 

Roscoe 

Mankato 

Roseau 

Maplaview 

Rosa Creek 

Marble 

Royalton 

Marietta 

Rush ford Village 

Maynard 

Ruthon 

Meudowlands 

Rutledge 

Mein* Grove 

Sacred Heart 

Menahgu 

St Anthony 

Mundota 

St Hilaire 

Mentor 

St LrO 

Middle River 

St Martin 

Milaca 

St Rosa 

Milan 

St Vincent 

Mdlanille 

Sandstone 

Millville 

Sauk Centre 

Mi Ilona 

Sciriorlh 

Minnesota City 

Sebcka 

Minnesota take 

Sedan 

Mu pah 

Shafer 

Montevideo 

Shelly 

Montgomery 

Shevhn 

Moose take 

Slayton 

Mora 

Sleepy Eye 

Morgan 

Sobieaki 

Morris 

Springfield 

Morristown 

Spring Grove 

Morton 

Spring Mill 

Motley 

Spring Valley 

Murdock 

Squaw take 

Nashua 

Staples 

Nashwauk 

Starbuck 

Nassau 

Steen 

Nelson 

Stephen 

Nevis 

Stewart 

New Auburn 

Storden 

Newfolckn 

Strandqmst 

New Germany 

Strathcona 

New Munich 

Sturgeon take 

New Prague 

Sunburn 

New Trier 

Swanville 

New York Mills 

Tamarack 

Nimrod 

Taopi 

Norcrosa 

Taunton 

NorlhMd 

Tenney 

Norlhome 

Timatrike 

Odessa 

Thief River Falls 

Ogcma 

Thomson 

Ogtlvie 

Tower 

Okies 

Tracy 

Orwmiu 

Trad 

OiT 

Trimont 

Ortonvllle 

Trommald 

Osakls 

Turtle River 

Oslo 

Twin Lake* 

Otterlail 

Twin Valley 

Palisade 

Two Harbor* 

Parkers 

Tyler 

Frairie 

Ulen 

Park Rapid* 0 

Underwood 

Pease 

Upsala 

Pelican Rapid* 

Utica 

Pemberton 

Vcrgai 

Pcqoot takes 

Vemdate 

Petham 

Vernon Center 

Perley 

Vesta 

PcUrnon 

Vlllard 

Pien 

Vinlng 

Pillager 

Virginia 

Pine City 

Wabasha 

Pine River 

Wabasso 

Pipestone 

Wadena 

Plummer 

Wahkon 

Porter 

Waldorf 

Princton 

Walker 

Quamba 

Walnut Grove 

Randall 

Walter* 

Randolph 

Waltham 

Ranter 

Wanda 

Red take Kalis 

Wnrba 

Regal 

Warren 

R^raer 

Warruad 

Revere 

WalcrvtlUr 

Richvllle 

Watkins 
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Watson 

Wilmunt 

W.iubun 

Winger 

Wnvcrly 

Winnebago 

Well* 

Winona 

Westbrook 

Wmlhrop 

Westport 

Wolf Lake 

West Union 

Wright 

VVh,il.m 

WykofT 

When ton 

Zernple 

William# 

Zumbro Fall# 

Willow River 

Aberdeen 

Mississippi 

Ethel 

Ackerman 

Eupora 

Alligator 

Falcon 

Amory 

Falkner 

Anguilla 

Fayette 

Areola 

Flora 

Artesia 

Forest 

Ashland 

French Camp 

Ratdwyn 

Friar# Point 

Ban# 5c Id 

Fulton 

Ratesvillc 

Catlman 

Bay St Lout# 

Georgetown 

Bay Spring# 

Glendora 

Beaumont 

Closter 

Beauregard 

Golden 

Belzoni 

Goodman 

Benoit 

Greenville 

Rrntonia 

Greenwood 

Baulah 

Grenada 

Big Creek 

Gunnison 

Blue Mountain 

Guntown 

Blue Spring# 

llatiey 

Bolton 

Hattiesburg 

Booneville 

liiirlfhurst 

Boyle 

1 lei del berg 

Braxton 

Hickory 

Brookhaven 

Hickory' Flat 

Brooks vl lie 

HolUind.de 

Bruce 

Holly Springs 

Bode 

Houston 

Burnsville 

Indianola 

Byhalia 

Inverness 

Caledonia 

ImIa 

Calhoun City 

Itta Ben# 

Canton 

looesiown 

Carrollion 

jumpertown 

C«r>- 

Kilmichael 

CentrrvilU 

Kosciusko 

Charleston 

Kossuth 

Chunky 

Uke 

Clarksdale 

Lambert 

Cleveland 

laurel 

Coahoma 

Uakesville 

Coffeeville 

Lt'Uncl 

Cold water 

Una 

Collins 

Uxington 

Columbia 

Liberty 

Columbus 

Louln 

Como 

Louise 

Corinth 

louisville 

Courtland 

Ucedale 

Crawford 

Lula 

Crenshaw 

Lumberlon 

Crosby 

Lyon 

Crowder 

Maben 

Cruger 

McComb 

Crystal Springs 

McCool 

Decatur 

McUin 

De Kalb 

Macon 

Derma 

Magee 

D’Lo 

Magnolia 

Doddsville 

Manon 

Drew 

Marks 

Duck Hill 

Mathiston 

Dumas 

Mayersville 

Duncan 

Memphis 

Durant 

Mendenhall 

Ecru 

Meridian 

Eden 

Marigold 

Edwards 

Metcalfe 

Kltisvillc 

Mixe 

Enterprise 

Manbote 


Moorhead 

Shannon 

Morgan City- 

Shaw 

Mound Bayou 

Shelby 

Mount Olive 

Sherman 

Myrtle 

Shubuta 

Natchcx 

Shuqualak 

Net tic ton 

Stdon 

New Albany 

Silver City 

New Augusta 

Silver Creek 

New lloulka 

Slate Spring 

Newport 

Sledge 

Newton 

StarkviUe 

North Carrollton 

State Line 

Noxapatcr 

Stonewall 

Oakland 

Sturgis 

Okolona 

Summit 

Osyka 

Sumner 

Oxford 

Sunflower 

Pace 

Syl arena 

Pachuta 

Taylorsville 

Padcn 

Tchula 

Pass Christian 

Terry 

Philadelphia 

Thaxton 

Picayune 

Tillatoba 

Picken# 

Tishomingo 

httsboro 

Toccopola 

PUntersvtlle 

Tremont 

Polk v die 

Tunica 

Pontotoc 

Tupelo 

Pope 

Tutwilct 

Poplarville 

Tylertown 

Port Gibson 

Union 

Pott* Camp 

Utica 

Prentis# 

Vaiden 

Puckett 

V a/daman 

Quitman 

Verona 

Raleigh 

Vicksburg 

Renova 

Walnut 

Richton 

Walnut Grove 

Rienxi 

Water Valley 

Ripley 

Waveland 

Rolling Fork 

Waynesboro 

Roacdale 

Webb 

Roxie 

Weii- 

Ruleville 

Wet son 

Salli# 

West 

Saltillo 

West Point 

Sardis 

Wiggins 

Satartla 

Winona 

Schlatcr 

Winstonville 

Scooba 

Woodbind 

Seminary 

Wood vi He 

Senatogia 

Yazoo City 

Missouri 

Adrian 

Bakersfield 

Albany 

Baldwin Park 

Aldrich 

Raring 

Alexandria 

Barnard 

Allendale 

Barnett 

Altamont 

Bates City 

Alton 

Bell City 

Amazonia 

Belle 

Amity 

Bellflower 

Amoral 

Benton 

Amsterdam 

Benton City 

Anderson 

H fy r 

Annada 

Bernie 

Annapolis 

Bethany 

Anniston 

Beverly Hitts 

Appleton City 

flevlcr 

Arbyrd 

Bigelow 

Arcadia 

Billings 

Areola 

Birch Tree 

Argylc 

Birmingham 

Armstrong 

Bismarck 

Arrow Rock 

Blackwater 

Asbury 

Bland 

Ash Grove 

Blodgett 

Atlanta 

Bloomfield 

Augusta 

Bloomsdale 

Aurora 

Blue Eye 

Ava 

Biytheddle 

Avilte 

Bogatd 

Rjignell 

Bolckow 


Bolivar 

Cuba 

Bonne Terre 

Curryville 

BoonviUr 

Dalton 

Bosworth 

Darlington 

Bourbon 

Deepwater 

Bowling Green 

Deerfield 

Bragg Qty 

Delta 

Brandsvllle 

Dennis Acres 

Bra shear 

Denver 

Braymer 

Des Arc 

Breckenhdge 

Desloge 

Brunson 

De Soto 

Dronaugh 

De Witt 

Brookfield 

Dexter 

Brookline 

Diamond 

Browning 

D Khlstndt 

Brownington 

Higgins 

Brumley 

Dixon 

Brunswick 

Doniphan 

Bucklin 

Downing 

Buffalo 

Dudley 

Bunceton 

EagleviUe 

Bunker 

East Lynne 

Burgess 

East Prairie 

Burlington )unction 

Edgar Springs 

Butler 

Edina 

Cabool 

Eldon 

Cainsville 

El Dorado Springs 

Cairo 

Ellington 

Caledonia 

El Is more 

Calhoun 

Elmer 

California 

Elmo 

Callao 

Flaherty 

Camden 

El vlnt 

Campbell 

Eminence 

Canatou 

Kolia 

Canton 

Essex 

Cape Girardeau 

Esther 

Cardwell 

Ethel 

Corrollton 

Eugene 

Carlervilla 

Everton 

Carthage 

F.wmg 

CaruthersviUe 

Excelsior Springs 

Carytown 

Exeter 

Ca ssville 

Fairfax 

Catron 

Fair Grove 

Cave 

Fair Play- 

Cedar 

Fa irvicw 

Center 

Farber 

Centertown 

Farmington 

Ccntnview 

Fayette 

Centerville 

Kestus 

Central ia 

Fillmore 

Chaffee 

Fisk 

Chamois 

Hat River 

ChaHack 

Fleming 

Charleston 

Remington 

Chiihowte 

Rordell IldU 

ChiUlcothe 

Foley 

Clarence 

Fordland 

Clark 

Foster 

Clarksburg 

Krankford 

Clarksville 

Franklin 

Cl arkton 

Fade rick town 

Clever 

Free burg 

Climax Springs 

Fnristalt 

Clinton 

Frohna 

Clyde 

Fulton 

Cobalt City 

Gainesville 

Coffey 

Galena 

Cote Camp 

Gallatin 

Collins 

Galt 

Commerce 

Carden City 

Conway 

Gasconade 

Cooter 

Gentry 

Corder 

Cierald 

Coming 

Gerster 

Cosby 

Gibbs 

Cowgtll 

Gideon 

Craig 

Gilliam 

Crane 

Gilman City 

Creighton 

Glasgow 

Crocker 

Clrnalicn 

Cross Timbers 

Glenwood 

Crystal Oty 

Golden City 
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Goodman 

I-a master 

Graham • 

La Plata 

Granby 

Laredo 

Crandin 

La Kusaell 

Grind Pass 

La tour 

Gnrn^r 

Leadingtun 

Grant City 

Lead wood 

Cfctflcaatfe 

Leaiburg 

Green City 

larbanon 

Greenfield 

Leeton 

Green Ridge 

Leonard 

Crrirntop 

Leslie 

Greenville 

Lewiatown 

Guilford 

Lexington 

H.ilw 

Liberal 

Halfway 

Licking 

Hamilton 

Li 1 bourn 

Hannibal 

Linooln 

Ibirdin 

Linn 

Hama 

Linn Crock 

Hartsburg 

Linneuf 

I lari vilie 

Lithium 

Hawk Point 

Livonia 

Iteytt 

Ijock Spring 

Hayti Height* 

lank wood 

1 lay ward 

Longtown 

Haywood City 

Ijouisborg 

Henrietta 

Louisiana 

Hermitage 

Ixiwry Qty 

l.igbee 

Lucerne 

IHith Hill 

Ludlow 

HrlUdalc 

Lupus 

Hubers 

Lursy 

Holcomb 

Lutesvill# 

Malden 

McFull 

Holland 

Mrkittnck 

Holliday 

Madia Crock 

Hull 

Macon 

Hume* town 

Madison 

Hopkins 

Malden 

Homemville 

Malta Bend 

1 (uuftton 

Mansfield 

Houttonln 

Maplewood 

Howurdvtfle 

Marble Hit) 

Humunsvtlle 

M* recline 

Hume 

Marlon vlUc 

Humphrey's 

Marqoand 

Hunnew.il 

Marshfield 

Huntsville 

Mars Ion 

Hurdland 

Marthasvllle 

Hurley 

Murtinsburg 

Ibcne 

Maryville 

lonl* 

Matthews 

lnmd.de 

Maysvftle 

Iron Gate* 

Mayvlcw 

Iron Mountain I^ike 

Meadville 

Ininton 

Memphis 

Jacksonville 

Mention 

| a meson 

Mprcer 

}*im>«parl 

Meta 

Jamestown 

Metz 

jerira Spang* 

Mexico 

jonesburg 

Miami 

junction City 

Middletown 

K-ihoku 

Midway 

Kelso 

Milan 

Kermeft 

Millard 

KcytesvIUe 

Miller 

King Qty 

Mill Springs 

Kingston 

Mimlenminet 

Kinloch 

Miner 

Kirksvillr 

Mineral Point 

Knob Noster 

Missouri City 

Knox City 

Moberty 

Knvhkonong 

Monet t 

U Belle 

Monroe City 

L Clede 

Monticello 

LuddruiU 

Montrose 

la Hue 

Moores villa 

lot Grange 

Morehouse 

Like Annette 

Moriey 

Ukevkw 

Morrison 

Lamar 

Mosby 

l a Monte 

Moscow Mills 

Lunagun 

Mound City 


Moundvllle 

Rich Hill 

Mountain Grove 

Richland 

Mountain View 

Ridgeway 

Mount Leonard 

Risco 

Mount Moriah 

Ritchey 

Mount Vernon 

Rivermines 

Naylor 

Rtverview 

Neck Qty 

Rocheport 

Neelyvrlle 

Rock Pori 

Nelson 

Rockville 

Neosho 

Rogcravide 

Nevada 

RoUa 

Newark 

Rosa* 

New burg 

Rosendale 

New^ Cambria 

Rush Hill 

New* Florence 

Rush vide 

New Hampton 

Russellville 

New Haven 

Rutledge 

New London 

St Clair 

New Madrid 

St Cloud 

New Melle 

Ste Genevieve 

Newtoaia 

St Elizabeth 

Newtown 

St lames 

Niangua 

St john 

Noel 

St Mary s 

Nortiome 

Salem 

Normandy 

Salisbury 

North Ldbourn 

Sarooxie 

Northmoor 

Schell Qty 

North Warded 

Scott Qty 

Norwood 

Sedalia 

Navinger 

Sedgewickville 

Oakland Park 

Seligman 

Oak Ridge 

Senath 

Olean 

Seneca 

Oran 

Seymour 

Oronogo 

Shrlbina 

Osborn 

Shelbyville 

Osceola 

Sheldon 

Osgood 

Sheridan 

Owensv llle 

Sikeston 

Paged* le 

Silcx 

Palmyra 

Skidmore 

Paris 

Siater 

Parma 

South Gifford 

Parnell 

South Gorin 

Pascola 

South Greenfield 

Pattonsbur* 

South Uneville 

Paynesville 

South West Qty 

Pimennon 

Sparta 

Perry 

SpkkardsvtUe 

Perryville 

Stun berry 

Phillips burg 

Stark Qty 

Pickering 

Steele 

Piedmont 

Steelvide 

Pierce City 

Stella 

Pilot Knob 

Stewarlsville 

Pine Lawn 

Stockton 

Pinevilltt 

Stotesbury 

Pleasant Hill 

Stotts Qty 

Pocahontas 

Sioutland 

Pollock 

Stoutsville 

Popular Bluff 

Stover 

PortAgrvilk 

Strasbtirg 

Potoai 

Sugar Crock 

Powersul It* 

Sullivan 

Prairie Home 

Summersville 

Prathersvtlle 

Sumner 

Preston 

Sunrise Beach 

Pnnceton 

Sweet Springs 

Purcell 

Syracuse 

Purdin 

Tallapoosa 

Purdy 

Taney viilc 

Puxtco 

Turkto 

Queen City 

Thayer 

Quitman 

Theodosia 

Qulin 

Tipton 

RaymondviUtt 

Trenton 

Rayville 

Triplett 

Rea 

Troy 

Reeds 

Tructdaii 

Reeds Spring 

Tuscumbia 

Renick 

Union 

Revere 

Union Star 

Richards 

UniortviUe 


Unity Village 

Wayland 

University City 

Waynesvllle 

Uplands Park 

Weaubleau 

Urbana 

Webb Qty 

Vnllny Park 

WcUston 

Van Baron 

Wellsville 

Vandalia 

Westphalia 

Vanduaer 

West Plains 

Velda Village 

Wheatland 

Verona 

Wheaton 

Versailles 

Wheeling 

Vienna 

Whiteside 

Vinita Park 

WilHamaviIte 

Viata 

Willow Springs 

Waco 

Wilson City 

Wakende 

Windsor 

Walker 

Wmfield 

Walnut Crave 

Winona 

Warde!) 

Winston 

Wurrensburg 

Wooldridge 

Warronton 

Worth 

Warsaw 

Worthington 

Washburn 

Wyaconda 

Watson 

Wyatt 

Waverly 

Zalma 

Montana 

Allicrton 

Kevin 

Anaconda-Deer Lodge Uwistown 

Big Sandy 

Libby 

Boulder 

Lama 

Bozeman 

Livingston 

Bridget 

Lodge Crass 

Broadua 

Melstone 

Broadview 

Missoula 

Brockton 

Neihart 

Browning 

Outlook 

Butte-Sliver Bow 

Ptulipsburg 

Cascade 

Pinesdale 

Chinook 

Plains 

ClotCSU 

Plrntywnnd 

Circle 

Plevna 

Clyde Park 

Poison 

Columbus 

Poplar 

Cot Bank 

Red Lodge 

Darby 

Rexford 

Deer Lodge 

Richey 

Denton 

Ronan 

Dillon 

Ryegate 

Drummond 

Saco 

Dutton 

St Ignatius 

Ekalaka 

Scobey 

Eureka 

Shelby 

Flax villa 

Sheridan 

Forsyth 

Slevcnsville 

Fort Elen tern 

Sunburst 

From berg 

Superior 

Geraldine 

Terry 

Glasgow 

Thompson Falls 

Crass Range 

Throe Forks 

Hamilton 

Troy 

Hardin 

Twin Bridges 

Harlem 

Walken, ille 

EG Howl on 

Westby 

Hmgham 

Whitehall 

Hobson 

White Sulphur Spruit 

Hal Springs 

Wibaux 

limay 

Winifred 

lofiet 

Winnett 

Jordan 

Kalispell 

Wolf Point 

Nebraska 

Abie 

Arnold 

Adams 

Arthur 

Ainsworth 

Ashton 

Albion 

Atlanta 

Alexandria 

Auburn 

Alma 

Ayr 

Amherst 

Bancroft 

Ansctmo 

Barada 

An airy 

Bameston 

Arapahoe 

Bassett 

Arcadia 

Bayard 










Beaver City 

Denver Crossing 

Brlden 

Belgrade 

Belvicfare 

Bcnkelman 

Bennington 

lk-rw\ n 

Bladen 

Bloomfield 

Bloomington 

Blue Hill 

Blue Spring* 

Boyi Town 

Brady 

Bruinsrd 

Brewster 

Bristow 

Broadwater 

Brock 

Bfownville 

Bnining 

Brunswick 

Burt: hard 

Bun 

Durwt.ll 

Buthnrll 

But:c 

Callaway 

Campbell 

Carlcton 

Carroll 

Odar Rapids 

Chadrou 

Chambers 

Chappell 

Che»ter 

Clarks 

Clarkson 

Clay Center 

Clearwater 

Cody 

Coleridge 

Comstock 

Concord 

Cowles 

Crawford 

Creighton 

Crookslon 

Culbertson 

Curl is 

Dannetirog 

Davenport 

David City 

Dawson 

Decatur 

Daweese 

Dickens 

Oilier 

Da Bois 

Dunbar 

Dunning 

Dwight 

Eddy vi Me 

Kdgitr 

Edison 

Elgin 

Elk Creek 

Emerson 

Erfcaon 

Ewing 

Fairbury 

Fairmont 

Falls City 

Fanum 

Farwell 

F.rih 

Fordyce 

Foster 

Fullerton 

Gandy 

Garland 

Genoa 

Gilead 

Gordon 
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Grafton 

Gmlnton 

Grant 

Greeley Center 

Gresham 

Guide Rock 

Hadar 

Hardy 

Harrison 

I larvard 

Hastings 

Hayes Center 

Hay Springs 

I hriirtweli 

I Icndlcy 

Henry 

Herman 

I lershey 

Holbrook 

Holstein 

Howells 

Hubbard 

llubbcll 

Humboldt 

Humphrey 

Huntley 

Hyunnis 

Imperial 

Indianola 

Inman 

Ithaca 

Jackson 

Johnson 

Johnstown 

Julian 

Kimball 

Laurel 

Lawrence 

Lebanon 

Leigh 

Lcwellen 

Liberty 

Linwood 

Litchfield 

Long Pint 

Lor ton 

touisville 

lxiup City 

Lushton 

Lyman 

Lynch 

Lyons 

McLean 

Madrid 

Magnet 

Malmo 

Manley 

MarBnsburg 

Maskrll 

Mason City 

Maxwell 

Meadow Grove 

Memphis 

Merrtman 

Milford 

Miller 

Milligan 

Mi nature 

Mullen 

Murdock 

Naponec 

Nebraska City 

Nehawka 

Nelson 

Nemaha 

Nrnxrl 

Newcastle 

Newman Grove 

Nora 

Norman 

North Bend 

North Loup 

Oak 

Oakdale 

Oakland 


Oconto 

Stiver Creek 

Odell 

Snyder 

Ohiowa 

South Bead 

Ong 

Spalding 

Orchard 

Spencer 

Orleans 

Osceola 

Springfield 

Stamford 

Oshkosh 

Staplrhurxt 

Osmond 

Stapleton 

Oxford 

Steinauer 

Page 

Sterling 

Palisade 

St ockham 

Pulmer 

Stock vi Hr 

Palmyra 

Strang 

Pawnee City 

Stratton 

Paxton 

Stuart 

Pender 

Superior 

Peru 

Surprise 

Petersburg 

Sutton 

PUger 

Swanton 

Main view 

Table Rock 

Platte Center 

Tumov 

Platumouth 

Tecumseh 

Polk 

Tekamah 

Potter 

Terrytown 

Prague 

Thayer 

Primrose 

Thurston 

Prosser 

Tdden 

Ragan 

Ulyvscs 

Randolph 

Upland 

Ravenna 

Venango 

Red Cloud 

Verde! 

Republican City 

Vcrdigre 

Reynolds 

Verdoti 

Richland 

Virginia 

Riverton 

Waco 

Rockville 

Wakefield 

Rogers 

Wallace 

Rosalie 

WalthilJ 

Royal 

Waterbary 

Rulo 

Wauneta 

Rttahville 

Wuusa 

St Edward 

Wayne 

St Helena 

Western 

St Paul 

Weston 

Salem 

Whitney 

Santee 

Wtlsonvillr 

Sargent 

Winnebago 

Schuyler 

Win nc toon 

Scotia 

Wraoide 

Scotts Bluff 

WiflMf 

Scribner 

Seneca 

Shelby 

Shnlrt 

Wolbach 

Wood Lake 
Wynot 


Nevada 

Caliente 

North Las Vegas 

FJy 

Winnemucca 

Fallon 

Mesquite 

Yeringfon 


New Hampshire 

Berlin 

Claremont 

Concord 

Laconia 

New Jersey 

Audubon 

Hsledon 

Beverly 

Harrison 

Bradley Beach 

Ht-Nrlla 

Brook Jawn 

Island Heights 

Burlington 

Kcansburg 

Clemen tun 

Kearny 

East Newark 

Keyport 

Egg Harbor City 

Lambertvdle 

Elmer 

Linden 

English town 

Mount Ephraim 

Ficidsboro 

National Park 

Freehold 

North Wildwood 

Garfield 

Paulsboro 

Clasnbaro 

Murtoit 

Gloucester City 

Penns Grove 


Phillipsburg 

Swedrsboro 

Plainfield 

Tuckerton 

Pteasantville 

Union Beach 

Prospect Park 

West Cape May 

Runnemede 

West New York 

Salem 

WcstviUe 

Seaside Heights 

West Wildwood 

Shiloh 

Wildwood 

South Amboy 

Woodbine 

South Tams River 

Woodlynne 

Alamogordo 

New Mexico 

Lake Arthur 

Artesla 

Las Vegas 

Artec 

Lnrdsburg 

Bayard 

Los Lunas 

Bclen 

Loving 

Bernalillo 

Magdalena 

Bloomfield 

Maxwell 

Cap! tun 

Melrose 

Carlsbad 

Me s ilia 

Carrizozn 

Milan 

Causey 

Moaquero 

Central 

Mountainair 

Chama 

Pecos 

Cimarron 

Portales 

Clayton 

Quests 

Columbus 

Raton 

Corona 

Reserve 

Deming 

Roy 

Di s Moines 

San Jon 

Dexter 

Santa Rosa 

Eagle Nrst 

San Yflidro 

Ellda 

Silver City 

Encino 

Socorro 

Espanota 

Springer 

Eslancia 

Sunlukr P«rk 

Floyd 

Tads 

Folsom 

Tatum 

Fort Sumner 

Tijeras 

Gallup 

Tucumcari 

Crady 

Tula r osa 

Grants 

Vaughn 

Grenville 

Virden 

llugerman 

Wagon Mound 

Hons* 

Willard 

1 lurlcy 

Adams 

New York 

Rloomingdule 

Addison 

Bolivar 

Afton 

Boon villa 

Akron 

Bridgewater 

Albion 

Broodalbin 

Alden 

Brockport 

Alexander 

Drocton 

Alexandria Bay 

Brownville 

Alfred 

Brush ton 

Allegany 

Burdett 

Almond 

Burke 

Altmar 

Camden 

Ames 

Camillas 

Amsterdam 

Cana)oharie 

Andover 

Canaseraga 

Angelica 

Canastota 

Angola 

Canisteo 

Antwerp 

Canton 

Argvte 

Cape Vincent 

Arkport 

Carthage 

Athens 

Caasadage 

Attica 

Castile 

Auburn 

Castlrt.m on Hudson 

Aurora 

Ca norland 

Avoca 

Cato 

Bn inbridge 

Catshill 

Ballston Spa 

Cattaraugus 

Barker 

Cayuga 

Batavia 

Caxcnovis 

Bath 

Oloron 

Beacon 

Champlain 

Belmont 

Chateiugay 

Dermis Point 

Chatham 

Bloominghurgh 

Chaumont 
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Chirny Creek 

Havers traw 

Cherry Valley 

Hempstead 

Clayton 

Herkimer 

Clay ville 

Herman 

Cleveland 

1 lerrings 

Clifton Spring* 

Heuvejton 

Clyde 

Hobart 

Cobles Inti 

Holland Patent 

Cohocton 

Holley 

Cohoes 

Homer 

Cold Brook 

Hoosick Falls 

Consfablcvitltf 

Horned 

Copenhagen 

Horseheads 

Corfu 

Hudson 

Co/vnth 

Hudson Falls 

Coming 

Hunter 

Cortland 

Dion 

Coxxjtckle 

Interlaken 

Croglwn 

Island Park 

Donsville 

Ithaca 

Defer .*1 

Jamestown 

Dvlunsun 

jeffersonville 

Dele v. in 

Johnson City 

Delhi 

johnatown 

Drpew 

Jordan 

Deposit 

Keescville 

Dering Harbor 

Kingston 

De Ruytcr 

Ktryus Joel 

Defter 

Lackawanna 

Dolgeville 

Lacuna 

Dresden 

Lake Geotge 

Drydcn 

Lake Placid 

Dundee 

Lancaster 

Dunkirk 

laiunrns 

Eurlulle 

Le Roy 

East Randolph 

Liberty 

Rust Syracuse 

Limestone 

Edward* 

Lindenhurst 

Elba 

Lisle 

Ellen ville 

Little Falls 

EUiaMvltkr 

Utile Valley 

EUisburg 

Lockporl 

Elmira Heights 

Loch 

Esptrrani e 

Icing Beach 

Evan* Mills 

Low v die 

Fair Haven 

Lyndon vilte 

Falconer 

Lyons 

Fumham 

Lyons Falls 

I 'd Injure 

McCraw 

Flt'MtJimunn* 

Malone 

Fonda 

Manns ville 

Forest villa 

Marathon 

Fori Ann 

Marrrllus 

Fart Edward 

Margaret ville 

Fort Johnson 

Massena 

Fort Wain 

Mayfield 

Frank fort 

Mnyvdlp 

Franklin 

Medina 

Kr/inkl in ville 

Meridian 

Ftedonia 

Middlcburgh 

Freeport 

Middleport 

Frees ill© 

Middles die 

Fulton 

Mi Bert on 

Fulton vtlle 

Millport 

Cainesvdle 

Mohawk 

Gsisaiy 

Monticello 

Genesno 

Montour Falls 

Geneva 

Moocrs 

Glen Purk 

Moravia 

Glovers ville 

Morristown 

Gonvcnu-ur 

Morriaville 

Gowamla 

Mount Morris 

Granville 

Munnsville 

(-ntur 

Naples 

Green Island 

Nassau 

Grtrenporl 

Nelliaton 

Greenwich 

Newark 

Ibigaifuin 

New Berlin 

Hamilton 

New Palti 

Hammmond 

Newport 

Hammond sport 

New Square 

Hancock 

Nichols 

Hannibal 

North Collins 

Hamm,*n 

North Horne II 

HdtrtsvlUr 

North Tons wanda 


Northvillc 

Sharon Springs 

Norwich 

Sherburne 

Norwood 

Sherman 

Nunda 

Sidney 

Oukficld 

Silver Cttypk 

Odessa 

Silver Spring* 

Qgdcniburg 

Sindairville 

Olean 

Sloan 

Oneida 

Smyrna 

Oneonta 

Sodu* 

On nk tiny 

Sodus Point 

Orislumy Falls 

South Coming 

Oswego 

South Dayton 

Ovid 

South Glens Falls 

Outgo 

Speculator 

Oxford 

Spencer 

Palmyra 

Springs ttle 

Panama 

Stamford 

Parish 

Sylvan Beach 

Patchoguc 

Tannersville 

Peekskill 

Theresa 

Penn Yan 

Tlconderuga 

Perry 

Tivoli 

Perrysburg 

Tonawunda 

PhUadlephis 

Truman* burg 

Philmonl 

Tapper Lake 

Phoenix 

Turin 

Pike 

Union Springs 

Pine Hill 

Untanville 

Plattsburgh 

Valley Falls 

Poland 

Van El ten 

Port Byron 

Victory 

Port Henry 

WuddingtuD 

Port Jervis 

Walden 

Port Leyden 

Walton 

Portville 

Wuppingers Falls 

Potsdam 

Warsaw 

Pulaski 

Waterford 

Randolph 

Waterloo 

Red Creek 

Watertown 

Red Hook 

Waterville 

Rensselaer 

Watervliet 

Rensselaer Falls 

Watkins Glen 

Richfield Springs 

Waveriy 

Richmond ville 

WaylanJ 

Rich vi lie 

Weedsport 

Riverside 

Wellsburg 

Round Lake 

Wells ville 

Rouses Point 

West Carthage 

Rushvdtr 

Westfield 

Sackcts Hurlxir 

Westporl 

St lohnsville 

West Winfield 

Salamanca 

Whitehall 

Salem 

Whitesboro 

Saranac Lake 

Wilson 

Saugerties 

Windsor 

Savona 

Wolcott 

Schcnevi's 

VVvMxJhull 

Schoharie 

Wyoming 

Schoylerville 

Yockville 

North Caroling 

Ahoskia 

Bvlwood 

Alamance 

Benson 

Alexander Mills 

Bessemer City 

Alliance 

Bethel 

Andrews 

Beulaville 

Angler 

Biscoe 

Annonvdlr 

Black Creek 

Arapahoe 

Bladen boro 

Askewvdle 

Bolivia 

Atkinson 

Bolton 

Aulandcr 

Boone 

Aurora 

Bostic 

Autry ville 

Brevard 

Aydsn 

Bndgcton 

Dailey 

Broukfoid 

BaVrrs ville 

Brunswick 

Banner Elk 

Bryson City 

Bath 

Bunn 

ILittle boro 

Durgow 

Beurgrass 

Burnsville 

Beaufort 

Calabash 

Belhaven 

Calypso 

Belmont 

Cameron 


Cant in 

Denton 

Can Loro 

DUIsboro 

Carthage 

Dobson 

Casar 

Durtrhes 

Castalia 

Dover 

Centerville 

Drexel 

Cerro Gordo 

Dublin 

Chad bourn 

Dunn 

Chooowinity 

Earl 

darktnn 

East Arcadia 

Clayton 

East Lsurinburg 

Cleveland 

East Spencer 

Clinton 

Eden 

Clyde 

Edcnton 

Coals 

Elizabeth City 

Cofield 

Elisabethtown 

Colerain 

Elkin 

Columbia 

Elk Park 

Como 

FJknboro 

Corurtoe 

EBerbe 

Conway 

Elm City 

Cove City 

Won College 

Cramerton 

Enfield 

Creswell 

Brwin 

Dallas 

Davidson 

Eureka 

Everetts 

Lasker 

Fair Bluff 

Lattfmore 

Fairmont 

Laurinburg 

Faison 

Lawndale 

Faith 

laggHt 

Falcon 

Lenair 

Falkland 

Lewiston 

Fallston 

Lexington 

FarmvHle 

Liberty 

Forest City 

Lilesville 

Fountain 

Lilhngton 

Four Oaks 

Lincolnton 

Franklinton 

Linden 

Fremont 

Littleton 

Fuquay Vatina 

Loulsburg 

Garland 

Love Valley 

Garys burg 

Lowell 

Gaston 

Lumber Bridge 

Gibson 

Lumbcrton 

Gthsonvdlo 

McAdenville 

Glen Alpine 

MacClesfield 

Goldsboro 

McDonald 

Granite Falls 

McFarian 

Greene vers 

Macon 

Greenville 

Madison 

Crifton 

Magnolia 

Grimes land 

Maiden 

Crover 

Marion 

Halifax 

Marshall 

Hamilton 

Marsh ville 

Hamlet 

Maxton 

Harmony 

Mnyddan 

Harrells 

May tv ill® 

Hassell 

Mebane 

Haw River 

Mosic 

Hayesvilte 

Micro 

Hardwood 

Middleburg 

Henderson 

Middlesex 

Hendersonville 

Milton 

Hertford 

Mocksville 

Hildebran 

Monroe 

Hillsborough 

Mooretbnro 

Hobgood 

Mooresville 

Hoffman 

Morehead City 

Holly Ridge 

Morganton 

Holly Springs 

Morven 

Hot Springs 

Mount Airy 

Jackson 

Mount Glend 

James ville 

Mount Holly 

lefferson 

Mount Olive 

Jotiesville 

Murfreesboro 

Kelford 

Murphy 

Kenansville 

Nashville 

Kenly 

Navassa 

Kings Mountain 

New Bern 

Kinston 

Ncwland 

Kittrell 

New Lend jo 

la n*i tig 

Newton Grove 
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Nortina 

Sevettl 

Norman 

Shallot tv 

North Wltkcftburo 

Sharpnhutg 

Norwood 

Shelby 

On hi City 

S Ler City 

Old Fort 

Simpson 

Omtm 

Sims 

Oxford 

Smith field 

Pnntegu 

Snow HUS 

Pnrkfon 

Southport 

Parmele 

Speed 

IY*riiland 

Spindale 

Pembroke 

Spring 1 lope 

Pilot Mountain 

Spring Luke 

Pin* Level 

Spruce Pine 

Pmetops 

Staley 

Pinrvill* 

Stanfield 

Pink Kill 

Stontonsburg 

Pittsboro 

Star 

Plymouth 

SlatesviHe 

Polk ton 

Stedmon 

Polkville 

StonevlIJr 

PullocksvlUe 

Stonewall 

Powells viik 

Sunset Beach 

Princeton 

Sylva 

Prtncevillc 

Talw City 

Proctorville 

Tnrboro 

Rumseur 

Tar Heel 

Rnndleman 

Taylorsville 

Ranio 

Teachey 

Ruynham 

Thom m hi i Hr 

Red Oak 

Trenton 

Red Springs 

Trt»y 

Rrids villa 

Try on 

Rennert 

Turkey 

Khodhiss 

Valdes* 

Richland* 

Vancehoro 

Rich Square 

Vandrourrr 

Roanoke Rapid* 

Vasa 

Robbins 

Waco 

Robbinsvitle 

Wade 

Roberson vi lie 

Wades boro 

Rockingham 

Wagrum 

Rocky Mount 

Wake Forest 

Rond* 

Wallace 

Roper 

Walnut Cove 

Roseboro 

VYulstonburg 

Rose Hill 

Wairenton 

Rosrnun 

Warsaw 

Rowland 

Washington 

Roxboro 

WayneaviUc 

Roxobrl 

Weldon 

Ruth 

West fefferson 

Rutherfordton 

Whitakers 

Si. Pauls 

Whites tile 

Saluda 

Willi umston 

Sanford 

Wilson 

Saratoga 

Windsor 

Scotland neck 

Wlnfall 

Seaboard 

Wlnton 

Scagrovo 

Woodland 

Selma 

Youngsvill* 

Seven Springs 

Zebulon 

North Dakota 

Abercrombie 

Berlin 

Adams 

Bow don 

Alamo 

Braddock 

Alexander 

Brinsmade 

Alice 

Bucyrus 

AJmont 

Butte 

Ambrose 

Buxton 

Amenta 

Cabo 

Amidon 

Cando 

Ana moose 

Carson 

Arveta 

Cathay 

Amcgard 

Cayuga 

Arthur 

Clifford 

Ashley 

Cogswell 

Balfour 

Columbus 

Balt* 

Cooperslown 

Bantry 

Courtenay 

Barton 

Crystal 

Bathgate 

Dawson 

Bergen 

Daiey 


Deri u»g 

Max 

Dickey City 

Maxbass 

Donnybrook 

Medina 

Db M 

Mcrricourl 

Drake 

Milton 

Drayton 

Mmlo 

Dunseith 

Mormngo 

Edgeley 

Montpelier 

Edinburg 

Mott 

Kdmorr 

Mountain 

Elgin 

Mylo 

FU lend nil* 

Napoleon 

Elliott 

Neche 

Esmond 

Nowhmg 

Fairdalc 

New England 

Fessenden 

New I ci png 

Flasher 

New Rockford 

Fla x ton 

New Town 

Forties 

Niagara 

Fordvdle 

Nome 

Forest River 

Noonan 

Fort Ransom 

Oakes 

Fortune 

Palermo 

Fort Yates 

Park River 

Fredonlft 

Parshall 

Fullerton 

Pekin 

Gardena 

Perth 

Colva 

Petersburg 

Goodrich 

Pcttibone 

Grace City 

Plngree 

Grafton 

Plsek 

Granville 

Ploxa 

Great Bend 

Portal 

Grenora 

Powers Lake 

Hague 

Reeder 

liamlterg 

Regan 

Knnklnson 

Robinson 

Hannah 

Rolette 

Hans boro 

Rolla 

Harvey 

Ross 

Hatton 

Ryder 

Havana 

St |ohn 

H.ire! ton 

Sanborn 

Hebron 

Series 

llooplr 

Selfndge 

Hope 

Sheldon 

Hunter 

Shcymne 

Hurds Held 

Solen 

Inkster 

Souris 

|ud 

Starkweather 

Karlsruhe 

Steele 

K;ilhryn 

Strastmrg 

Keniuil 

Streeter 

Kief 

Sykrston 

Kramer 

Tappen 

KuJm 

Taylor City 

Uakotu 

Tolley 

Land* 

Tolna 

Larimore 

Towner 

Lawton 

Turtle Lake 

Leal 

Tuttle 

Lehr 

Upham 

Leith 

Valley City 

Leonard 

Vetva 

Lidgerwood 

Verona 

Lignite 

Walhalla 

Linton 

White Earth 

Loma 

Willow City 

McClusky 

Wilton 

McVille 

Wimbledon 

Makoti 

Wing 

Mantador 

Wishek 

Manvel 

Woodworth 

Marion 

Wyndmrre 

Marmarth 

York 

Martin 

Zeeland 

Ohio 

Ada 

Alger 

Adamsvitle 

Alliance 

Addyston 

Alvordton 

Adelphi 

Amanda 

Adena 

Amelia 

Albany 

Amesville 

Alexandria 

Amsterdam 


Andover 

Catawba 

Anna 

Cecil 

Anvmiu 

Ccdarville 

Antwerp 

Cel m« 

Apple Creek 

Centerburg 

Aquilla 

Centerville 

Arcadia 

Chatfield 

Arcanum 

Chauncey 

Arlington llrlghts 

CherTy Fork 

Ashland 

Chesapeake 

Ashtabula 

Cheshire 

Athalia 

Chestethlll 

Athena 

Chesterv illc 

Attica 

Cheviot 

Buinbiidgc 

Chillicothe 

Bairdstown 

Chile 

Baltic 

Christiansburg 

Baltimore 

Circleville 

Bar nc >vi!te 

Ctannglon 

Barnhill 

Clarksburg 

Batavia 

Clarksville 

Butrsvill* 

Clay Order 

Bnv view 

Clifton 

Beach City 

CUnlon 

Beallsvlllr 

Ooverdale 

Braver 

Clyde 

Renvertiam 

Coal Grove 

Bella ire 

Coalton 

Belle Center 

College Corner 

Bellefontaiiw 

Columbiana 

Belle Valley 

Columbus Grove 

Bellevue 

Cones vitle 

BeU villa 

Congress 

Belmont 

Connect ut 

Belroor* 

Continental 

Betpre 

Coolville 

Dergholr. 

Coming 

Berlin Heights 

Corwin 

Bethel 

Coshocton 

Bethesda 

Covington 

Bcttsvillr 

Craig Beach 

Beverly 

Crestline 

Blakeslce 

Creston 

Rlunctiesler 

Crook&vilte 

Blnomdale 

Crown City 

Rloomingbufg 

Cumberland 

Bloomingdale 

Custar 

Bloom vi tie 

Cygnet 

Bowerston 

Dalton 

Bowcrxvtllc 

Danville 

Bradford 

Darbyvtllc 

Ur miner 

DecrsviUe 

Brady Luke 

Defiance 

Bremen 

De Graff 

Brew star 

Delphos 

Brice 

Delta 

Bridgeport 

Dennison 

Brilliant 

Deshler 

Brooksida 

Dexter City 

Brook villa 

Dillon vale 

Broughton 

Donnclsvillc 

Bryan 

Dover 

Buchtel 

Dresden 

Buckeye 

Dunkirk 

Bockland 

Dupont 

Bucyrus 

East Cleveland 

Burbank 

East Liverpool 

Burgoon 

East Palestine 

Butler 

East Sparta 

Butlerv tile 

Eaton 

ByesvtUe 

Edgcrton 

Carl ii 

Edison 

Cairo 

Rdon 

Caldwell 

Eldorado 

Caledonia 

Elgin 

Cambridge 

Elmwood Place 

Camden 

Empire 

Campbell 

Fairport Harbor 

Cardington 

Fairview 

Carey 

Fayette 

Carroll 

Fayetteville 

Carrollton 

Fetidly 

Cusstown 

i mOley 

Castalia 

l *ith«r 

Castine 

Honda 
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Flushing 

Pornl 

Fort (cnning* 

Fwl Lonminr 
Fort Recovery 
Konlnrui 
Fran V fur» 

Fran V tin 

Ffarey sburg 

Fredericksburg 

Fredrricktown 

Freeport 

Fremont 

Fulton 

Fultonham 

Calkin 

C.iUtpoh’i 

Gann 

Garfield 1 Irights 

CffKVA 

Oiwva on ltw Ul;c 

Ccil.WI 

Georgetown 

Gettysburg 

Glbvonburg 

GI 11km 

Girard 

Gtundorf 

f rlofojd 

Glen moot 

Gloria C>n» Park 

G (ouster 

Gord.tn 

Grand Rapid* 

Granville 

Gratiot 

Gratis 

Graysvtlle 

Crimen Camp 

Gtuonficld 

Grwmvllir 

(irorowMij 

Grover I Ml 

Hamden 

lUmeraville 

Marnier 

I landing R m k 

lit no vert mi 

Harbor View 

Harpnler 

Harrisburg 

Marmvillc' 

I l.irrotl 

Hartford 

lUrtvlHo 

Harveys burg 

I lusknis 

HttviLmd 

1 lebftm 

I Irb'-fU 

I lendo. k 

HkVsvdle 

I liggmsporl 

Highland 

Hillsboro 

I If ram 

I lulgutu 

Holland 

Hoflunsburg 

Holloway 

Hoped* le 

Ihiytville 

Hubbard 

Huntsville 

trondale 

I ton ton 

Ithaca 

|t»ck son 

Jucksmibtiig 

jurkxon OntLf 

jackHonvillr 

jamestown 

jefferson 

jrffersonvdk’ 
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|my City 
|. >\ • " 
j.ihnsfnwn 
j uni Hurt City 
Kelley* Inland 
Kunlun 
KVttlnrsvilJe 
Kimhollon 
Kington 
kiplon 
Kiriiy 

KitimvIHf 

Ubycllt? 

Ugnnge 

I-ukerr.orr 

Ukevtrw 

b Roe 

Laity 

I-aura 

Laurrtvllle 

lai wrrncrv |)lr 

Lebanon 

Leesburg 

Ixowille 

ladtunui 

Ulpaic 

lanvisburg 

Urwtsvilta 

liberty Ontrr 

Umudlle 

loneoln Heights 

Lmod.de 

Lisbon 

Lock bourne 

Locktnglon 

Lock land 

Lodi 

logon ♦ 
Lnu«kinvitlff 
lAIUlM.tl.* 

LnmO 

Lrmvlhrlll© 

Lmrr S-il-rn 

Lutain 

Uckoy 

Ludlow Fall* 

Lynchbutg 

Lyon* 

McArthur 

McClure 

McCormeUvdle 

McGufliey 

Mack sburg 

Magnetic Spume* 

M.unrvdtf 

Mulinta 

Malm 

Malvern 

Mandmiler 

Mantua 

Marengo 

Marion 

Marseille* 

M.irshallvllle 

Mm tins burg 

Martin* Kerry 

Martinsville 

Mu ry* vi He 

Mat amor a 

Mc« huiitt shorg 

Melrose 

Mention 

MiM.iirmru 

Middh>neld 

Middle Point 

Middleport 

Midland 

Mldvnle 

Mifflin 

Mdford 

Mdltvil Center 
Mdledgevillc 
M»M**r City 
Mdlnrxburg 


Miller* purl 

Milton Onirr 

Miltomburg 

Mineral City 

Minima 

Mingo junction 

Monroeville 

Montezuma 

Montpelier 

Morml 

Mnrmlown 

Morrow 

Mount Blanchard 
Mount Cory 
Mount Gilead 
Mount Opab 
Mount Pleasant 
Mount Vernon 
Mount Victory 
Mowtytdown 
Murray City 
Mutual 

Nashville 
Nu* am* 

Nettie 
Nelson* die 
Nevada 
Neville 

New Alexandria 
New Athens 
New Havana 
Nrw UlnominKton 
New Boston 
Newcomcrstown 
New CnrKWd 
New Hulland 
Now Knoxville 
Now Lexington 
New t-nmlon 
Now Madison 
New Miami 
New Pan* 

Now Phibtdulphifi 
Now Richmond 
Now fticgel 
New StraitsviUe 
Newton Falls 
Newtonsville 
Now town 
New Vienna 
Now VV ivhingtnn 
Nrw Waterford 
Now Weston 
Nay 

North Baltimore 
North Bond 
North I lampion 
North Robinson 
North Star 
Norwalk 
Norwich 
Norwood 
Oak Harbor 
Oak HiU 
Oak wood 
Oberlin 

Octa 

Ohio Cily 

OM Washington 

Onuprvilkt 

Orient 

Orrvtlle 

Orwell 

Ottawa 

Ottoville 

Otway 

Owsoivttb 

Oxford 

Painesville 

Palestine 

Patterson 

Paulding 

Payne 

Peebles 


Pettlbervdlr 

Perrysvilte 

Philo 

Piketon 

Pbwirer 

Pi<jua 

1*11 sburg 

Plain City 

Pleasant City 

Pleasant Hill 

Pleasant Plain 

ricHsantvilie 

Plymouth 

Pulk 

Pomeroy 

Portage 

Pnrt Clinton 

Purl |rffet*on 

Portsmouth 

Port Washington 

Puri William 

Potsdam 

Powhatan Point 

Proctorville 

Prospect 

Put In Bay 

Quaker City 

Quincy 

Racine 

RanJrn 

Ravenna 

Raw con 

Rr.vl.md 

Rend villa 

Republic 

Richmond 

Rich wood 

Ridgeway 

Rio Gcande 

Ripley 

Rutin# Sun 

Rittouin 

Rock Creek 

Rockford 

Rocky Ridge 

Rogers 

Rome 

Roseville 

Rossburg 

Roswell 

Rush sylvan* a 

RushvlMe 

Russell* Point 

Russellville 

Russia 

Rutland 

Sabina 

St Bernard 

St Louisville 

St Martin 

St Mary’s 

St Pans 

Salem 

Salesvdle 

Saline vi lie 

Sandusky 

8*rahiviQe 

Sardinia 

Savannah 

Sdo 

Scott 

Seaman 

Sc bring 

Senrf.avtlk* 

ShadysJdc 

Shiiwivee 

Shelby 

Sherrod** tile 

Shiloh 

Shreve 

Sidney 

Silveiton 

Sinking Spring 

Smithtirld 

Somerset 


Somerville 

South Charleston 

South Lebanon 

South Salem 

South Solon 

South Vienna 

South Webster 

South Zaneivdlc 

Sparta 

Spencer 

Spcncervilte 

Spring Valley 

Stafford 

Stockport 

Stone Creek 

Sloulsvillc 

Strasburg 

Stratton 

Struthers 

Sogarrreeh 

Sugar Grove 

Summerfietd 

Summitville 

Sycamore 

Syracuse 

Tiirtton 

TifTin 

nitonsville 

Tim 

Tonlogary 
Toronto 
Tremont City 
Trtmblo 
Troy 

Tuaciirswas 

I ihridvsville 

Union City 

Unions ille Center 

Uniopolis 

Upper Sandusky 

Urbumi 

Urbanbcmst 

Utica 

Valley 111 

Vantue 

Van Wurt 

Vcordoda 

Vrronn 

Versa tiles 

Vmton 


VVakcmnn 

Wolhndge 

Wapakoneta 

Warsaw 

Washington 

WaiLseon 

Waverly 

Wayne 

Waynesburg 

Waynesfield 

Waynes ville 

Wellington 

Wei! stun 

Weitsville 

W’esl AlexamlHa 

W’est Klkton 

West Farmington 

West Lafayette 

West Lvipttr 

West \Ltnche*:er 

West Mansfield 

West MUlgrove 

Weston 

Wes! RushvilJe 

West Salem 

Went Union 

West Unity 

Wharton 

W likes vitttf 

Willard 

Williamsburg 

Williamsport 

WillttHff 

Wilmington 

Wilmot 

Winchester 

Windham 

Woodtawn 

Woodifteld 

Woodstock 

Wooster 

Wtm 

Xenia 

Ydlow Springs 

Yorkshire 

YorlvlUe 

Zuhski 

Zanesfiold 

Zanesville 


Achilla 

Ada 

Adair 

Afton 

Agra 

Albion 

Alderson 

Allen 

Ahut 

Ar.ad.irko 

Antlers 

Apache 

Arknma 

Armstrong 

Asher 

Ashland 

Atoka 

Avmi 

Avard 

liinisdidt 

Bearden 

Begg* 

Bennington 

Ihg Cabin 

Billings 

Ulutii bum 

Blackwell 

Blair 

Boise City 

llokchilo 

IFikoshe 

fkilcy 

Boswell 


Oklahoma 

Bowlegs 

Boynton 

Bradley 

Braggs 

Bra man 

Bridgeport 

Bristow 

Brt>ken Bow 

Bromide 

Brouksvtlle 

Bryant 

Burbank 

Burlington 

Butler 

Byars 

Hynm 

G*ddo 

Calvin 

Camurgo 

Cameron 

Canadian 

faiwy 

Canlin 

Carmen 

Carnegie 

Camey 

CarrUt 

Carter 

Castlu 

Cement 

Centrahfima 

Chandler 

Checotsh 










Federal Register / VoL SO, No. 204 / Tuesday. October 22. 19B5 / Notices 


42839 


Chet nv* 

Hollister 

Cherokee 

Mommy 

Ckyton 

1 Inure 

Ckarvhrw 

Hugo 

Cleveland 

HuUkmI 

Coulgate 

Hydro 

Comanche 

Ida be! 

Commerce 

India horn* 

Cooper ton 

Indlnnolo 

Cornish 

k> 

Council Hill 

fennmgs 

Cowrie 

Kaw 

Ccwlmgtn* 

Kemp 

Coyk 

Kendrick 

Cromwell 

Kimefic 

Crowder 

Keota 

Custer City 

Ktrtchum 

Dacomi 

Kinta 

Davenport 

Kiowa 

Davidson 

Kncmlet 

Ditvtft 

Kunawa 

Deer Crock 

Krebs 

Dr I n ware 

Lamar 

Depew 

la mi ml 

Devol 

Langley 

Dr war 

Langston 

Dewey 

LeFlore 

Dougherty 

Lehigh 

Drumright 

Ixnapah 

Durant 

Leon 

UUAttfl 

Lexington 

Fartsboro 

Lima 

East Duke 

Loco 

Eldorado 

LocuM Grove 

F.lmer 

Lone Wolf 

Elmore City 

Longdate 

Erick 

Look eh a 

Knn Spring* 

Loveland 

Eufuuta 

Luther 

Fairfax 

McAlister 

F«ir lend 

McBride 

Faille 

McCurtaln 

Fsnshaw* 

Maddl 

Faxon 

Manchester 

Fort Gibson 

Mangutn 

Fort Towson 

Manttou 

Foas 

Mannaville 

Foyli 

Miiramec 

Franas 

Marble City 

Frederick 

Marietta 

Gant 

Marland 

Garber 

Marlow 

Garvin 

Marshall 

Gate 

Martha 

Geary 

Maud 

Gene Autry 

May 

Certy 

Maysville 

Glencoe 

Medicine Park 

(leodwdt 

Meeker 

Gore 

Meridian 

Got it K) 

Miami 

Could 

Mitbum 

Grace maul 

Mill Creek 

Gni afield 

Millcrtun 

Granite 

Moffett 

Grayson 

Morris 

Guthrie 

Mountain Park 

Ibillryvtfk 

Mountain View 

llallefl 

Muldrow 

Mammon 

Mulhall 

Hanna 

Muskogee 

U-- A 

Munimuae 

Nush 

Haskett 

New Alluwe 

Halting 

Norge 

Haworth 

North Minim 

Headrick 

Nowata 

lirtivener 

OkUnd 

lielenu 

Oaks 

Hendrix 

Out w ood 

Hrnryetta 

Oilton 

Httdiila 

Okeene 

Hobart 

Okemah 

Huffman 

Okmulgee 

Holden villc 

Oktaha 

Mol lit 

Olustee 


Osage 

Stllwett 

Paden 

Stonewall 

Panama 

Strang 

PuoU 

Stringtown 

Phuls Valley 

Stroud 

Pawhuska 

Stuart 

Pawnee 

Sugdcn 

Prona 

Sulphur 

Phillips 

Summit 

Ptcher 

Taft 

Pittsburg 

Talihins 

Pooola 

Tnmaha 

Pond Creek 

Tatums 

Porter 

Temple 

Ponini 

Terlton 

Pntrau 

Terral 

Prague 

Texhnmo 

Purcell 

Taxola 

Putnam 

Thackrtvillr 

Qua paw 

Tipton 

Quay 

Tishomingo 

Quinlan 

Try on 

Quinton 

TulUhanse* 

Balaton 

Tupelo 

Ramona 

Tushka 

Rundictt 

Valley Brook 

Rattan 

Valliant 

Redbtrd 

Vera 

Red Oak 

Verden 

Red Rock 

Vian 

Renticsvilk 

Vinita 

Ringlmg 

Wagoner 

Ripley 

Wainwright 

Rolf 

Wakita 

Rosediile 

Walters 

Rush Springs 

Wane He 

Ryan 

Wann 

SL Louis 

Wapanucka 

Salma 

Wardville 

Sallisaw 

Warwick 

Sa pulps 

Washington 

Sasakwa 

Watts 

Savanna 

Wuunka 

Sayre 

Waynoku 

Selling 

Webb City 

Seminole 

Webbers Falb 

SetUtnel 

Welch 

Shady Grove 

Weleetka 

Shamrock 

Wrllston 

Sharon 

Westvdle 

Shidler 

Wetumka 

S Edce 

Wo woks 

Stick 

Whiteficld 

Smith Village 

Wdburton 

Smilhvilk 

Willow 

Snyder 

Wilson 

Soper 

Wistcr 

Sparks 

Wright City 

Spavlnaw 

Wyandotte 

Spiro 

Wynne wood 

Stidham 

Yak 

SOgWw 

Yeager 

Oregon 

Adams 

Cave |unction 

Adrian 

Chiloquln 

Albany 

City of the Dalles 

Amity 

Clatskanie 

Ashland 

Coburg 

Aatorta 

Condon 

Athena 

Coos Bay 

Aurora 

Coquilk 

Baker 

Cottage Grove 

Bandon 

Cove 

Banka 

Creswell 

Hay City 

Dallas 

Bend 

Dayton 

Bonanza 

Dayville 

Brownsville 

Depoe Bay 

Burns 

Donald 

Butte Falb 

Drain 

Cannon Beach 

Du fur 

Canyon City 

Echo 

CanyonvUle 

Elgin 

Carlton 

Elk ton 


Enterprise 

Nyssa 

Falb City 

Oakland 

Florence 

Ontario 

Fossil 

Paisley 

Garibaldi 

Pendleton 

Gaston 

Phoenix 

Gearhart 

Port Orford 

Gttviit 

Powers 

Glendale 

Prnirir City 

Cold Hill 

Prescott 

Granite 

Rainier 

Grants Pass 

Rrdmond 

Grass Valley 

Richland 

Haines 

Kiddle 

Halfway 

Rockaway 

Halsey 

Rugue River 

Hammond 

Ruse burg 

Helix 

St Helens 

limes 

St Paul 

Hood River 

Scio 

Hubbard 

Soottft Mills 

Huntington 

Seaside 

Idanha 

Seneca 

Imbler 

Shady Cove 

Independence 

Shaniko 

|nck son riHe 

Sheridan 

jefferoon 

Silver ton 

josepli 

Sisters 

junction City 

Sodavtlk 

Klamath Falls 

Spray 

U Grande 

Slanfirld 

Lakeside 

Sumplrr 

Lake view 

Sotherltn 

Lebanon 

Sweet Home 

lanculn City 

Talent 

Long Creek 

Tangent 

Lowell 

Tillamook 

Madras 

Toledo 

Malin 

Turner 

Msupm 

Union 

Merrill 

Unity 

Metolius 

Vale 

Mill City 

Verwjta 

Milton Freewater 

Vemonla 

Mitchell 

Wallowa 

Monmouth 

Warren ton 

Monroe 

Weston 

Monument 

Wheeler 


Wilkmina 

Mount Angel 

Winston 

Mt Vernon 

Wood bum 

Myrtle Point 

Yachats 

North Bend 

Yamhill 

North Powder 

Yoncalla 


mniylvaniu 

Adamsburg 

Beaver Mcadowt 

Addison 

Beavcrtown 

Albion 

Bedford 

AJxandria 

Brllefontc 

Aliquippa 

Belle Vernon 

Ambridge 

Bellevue 

Apollo • 

Bellwood 

Apple wold 

Benson 

Archbald 

Bentkyvttk 

Amuld 

Benton 

Arona 

Bert in 

Ashland 

Bernville 

Ashley 

Derrysburg 

Ashville 

Berwick 

Athens 

Bessemer 

Atwood 

Big Run 

Auburn 

Birmingham 

Austin 

Bin in 

Avia 

Diairsvitk 

Avoca 

Blakely 

Avondale 

Bkwnov 

Avonmore 

Bloom field 

Baden 

Blooming Vatky 

Bangor 

IHnomslmrg 

Barkeyvllle 

Blosshurg 

Barnes boro 

Bonnuauvdla 

Beallsvtlle 

Boswell 

Bear Lake 

Bowmanstown 

Beaver Falb 

Brack enridge 









42840 

Federal Register / Vol. 50, No. 

Draddi* K 

Deemston 

Gilbert on 

Bradford 

Delaware Water Cap 

Girard 

Briar Creek 

Ddmont 

Cirardvilte 

Bridgeport 

Delta 

Glasgow 

Bridgewater 

Derry 

CUsspOrt 

Brisbin 

Dickson 

Glen Campbell 

Brtxiol 

City 

Clendon 

Broad Top City 

Donegal 

Clcnfield 

Brock way 

Donor a 

Glen Hope 

Bruokvllle 

Dover 

Glen Rock 

Brownstown 

Dn ft wood 

Cordon 

Brown* v die 

Du Bets 

Grampian 

Bcu»n 

Duboistown 

Great Bend 

Burgetfstown 

Dudley 

Greensboro 

Burn hum 

Dunbar 

Crcensburg 

Bu/nsido 

Duncans viliu 

Greenville 

Butler 

Dunmnrr 

Grove City 

California 

Du Pont 

Hallstead 

Callensburg 

Duquesne 

Hanover 

Cambridge Springs 

Duryea 

Hart let on 

Carvonsburg 

Dushorr 

lUrveyt Lake 

Canton 

East Bangor 

Hastings 

Carbond ale 

East Brady 

Hawley 

CarmMJwielfi 

East Butler 

Ha wt home 

Carnegia 

East Conemaugh 

May sv die 

Carmlltown 

East Lansdowne 

1 leidelbcrg 

Cassandra 

East McKeesport 

l lemdon 

Cassetman 

East Pittsburgh 

Hulhdaysburg 

Ca Seville 

East Rochesti-r 

Homestead 

Catasauqua 

East Side 

Hookstown 

Catawrina 

East Stroudsburg 

Hoovmvflle 

Centerville 

Kant vale 

Hop Bottom 

Ontrevdlr 

East Vundergrift 

Hopewell 

Central City 

East Washington 

Houston 

Centralis 

Eau Claire 

Hootzdalr 

Centre Hail 

Edinboro 

Hughesville 

Chalfanl 

Ed wards vdlr 

Hummels town 

Chamber* burg 

Ehrcnfeld 

Huntingdon 

Charleroi' 

FJco 

Hyde Park 

Cherry Valley 

Elderton 

Hydetown 

Chester Hill 

KM red 

Hyndman 

Chest Springs 

Elgin 

Indiana 

Chicora 

Elizabeth 

Ingram 

CUirton 

ElixabethviUo 

frvorui 

Clarendon 

Elk land 

jack son Center 

Clarion 

Ell port 

fames town 

Clarks Summit 

Ell wood City 

Jeannette 

Clarksville 

Emlenton 

jeddo 

ClaysvilUt 

Emporium Enon Valley 

jefferson 

Clearfield 

Ernest 

jermyn 

Clifton Heights 

Etna 

jersey Shore 

Cttntonvllle 

Evans City 

jeasup 

Clymer 

Everett 

jim Thorpe 

Coal Center 

Everson 

johnsonburg 

Coe (dale 

Exeter 

joncstown 

Coe Male 

Export 

juntata Terrace 

Coalmont 

Fattoryvtli** 

Kane 

Coal port 

Fa ire ha nee 

Kingston 

Coates villc 

Falls Creek 

Kistler 

Cochran ton 

Falla ton 

Kittanning 

Colhngdale 

Farrell 

Knox 

Columbia 

Fayette City 

Knoxville 

Colwyn 

Femdala 

Koppel 

Confluence 

Remington 

Kulpmon! 

Conneaul Lake 

Ford City 

Kutztown 

Omnea ut v tile 

Ford Cliff 

Lake City 

Conne'.lsvillo 

Forest City 

Lundisbarg 

ComihuhoK ken 

Forks v die 

Lanesboro 

Coraopolis 

Forty Fort 

lainsfnrd 

Corry 

Fountain Hill 

Larksville 

Corsica 

Foxburg 

Lawrenceville 

Coudermport 

Frack ville 

Liredibarg 

Courtdale 

Frankfort Springs 

Leetsdale 

Crnfton • 

Franklin 

Lehighton 

Cranes vi Hr 

Fianklmtuwn 

Le Raysville 

Creeks ide 

Frcdonia 

Lewisbcrry 

Cresson 

Freeburg 

Lewisburg 

Cressorui 

Freedom 

Lewis Run 

Cross Roads 

Freeland 

Lrwistown 

Curwenrville 

FreememNburg 

Liberty 

Dale 

Freeport 

Ugonicr 

DalUstown 

Caleton 

Lilly 

Danville 

Gallitzin 

Unesvill* 

Darby 

Garrett 

IJttlestown 

Darlington 

Georgetown 

I iverpool 

Dawson 

Gettysburg 


Dayton 
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Lock Haven 

New Brighton 

Railroad 

Logan ton 

New burg 

Rainsburg 

Lorain 

New Cattle 

Ramey 

Lorutto 

New Centerville 

Rankin 

Lumber City 

New Columbus 

Red Lion 

Luirrite 

New Eagle 

Renovo 

Lykens 

Newell 

Reynold* die 

Lyons 

New Florence 

Rices Landing 

McAdoo 

New Galilee 

Richland 

McClure 

New Hope 

Ridgway 

McCortnellsburg 

New Kensington 

Rimersburg 

McDonald 

New Lebanon 

Rfngtown 

McEwensville 

New Milford 

Roaring Spring 

McKees Rocks 

New Oxford 

Rochester 

McShcrrystow n 

New Paris 

Rockhill Furnace 

McVcytown 

New Phils 

Rockwood 

M alia f fey 

Newport 

Rome 

Mahandy City 

New Ringgold 

Roseio 

Manchester 

Newry 

Roseville 

Manns Choice 

Newton Hamilton 

Route* din 

Manor 

New vide 

Royalton 

Manorville 

New Wilmington 

Saugertown 

Mansfield 

Nicholson 

St Clair 

Me pie ton 

North Apollo 

St Clairsbille 

Marcus Hook 

North Braddock 

St Petersburg 

Marianna 

North Catusauqua 

Salisbury 

Marion Center 

North Charleroi 

Saliadasbufg 

Marion Heights 

North East 

Saltillo 

Marklcsburg 

North trwin 

Saltsburg 

Markleysborg 

Northumberland 

Sandy Lake 

Mars 

North York 

Sankcrtown 

Martinsburg 

Norwood 

Saxton 

Mason town 

Nuangola 

Sayer 

Matamoras 

Oakland 

Scalp Level 

Mayfield 

Oakmont 

Schcllsburg 

Meadvillc 

Ohlopyie 

Schuylkill Haven 

Mechanics v» lie 

Oil City 

Scott dale 

Mercer 

Oklahoma 

Sclmsgrove 

Mcrcersburg 

Old Forge 

Seward 

Meshoppen 

Olyphant 

Sewlckley 

Meyersdale 

Orangeville 

Shade Gap 

Middtcbvrg 

Orbisonla 

Shamokin 

Muldleport 

Orrstown 

Shanks vi lie 

M.d Lind 

Osceola Mills 

Sharon Hill 

Mifflin 

Oswayo 

Sharps burg 

Mifflinburg 

Oxford 

SharpsvtUe 

Mlfflintown 

Paint 

SheakleytdL' 

Milford 

Palmerton 

Shenandoah 

Melbourne 

Palo Alto 

Shickxhlnny 

Mill Creek 

Parker 

Shinglehoose 

Milletsburg 

Parkesburg 

Shippcnsburg 

Millers* die 

Parry ville 

ShippenvlUr 

Mill Hall 

Patterson Heights 

ShippLngpoft 

Milthcim 

Patton 

Shirley burg 

Midvale 

Penn Argyl 

Slattington 

Milton 

Penn 

Sligo 

Minersville 

Petersburg 

Slippery Rock 

Modena 

Petndia 

Smethpori 

Monesoen 

lliiliptburg 

Smithfield 

Mononguhela 

Phoenixville 

Smith ton 

Monroe 

Picture Rocks 

Snow Shoe 

Montgomery 

PUlow 

Somerset 

Montrose 

Pine Grove 

South Bethlehem 

Mount Carbon 

Pitcairn 

South CoaUvilte 

Mount Carmel 

Pit f slon 

South ConnelUviUe 

Mount Holly Springs 

Plates 

South Fork 

Mount |ewett 

Pleasant* die 

South GreensbuTg 

Mount Oliver 

PleasantvlUe 

South New Castle 

Mount Puleasant 

11 am ville 

South Phdipsburg 

Mount Pocono 

Plymouth 

South Renovo 

Mount Union 

Point Marion 

South Waverly 

Mount Wolf 

Polk 

Southwest Creensburg 

Muncy 

Portage 

Sooth Williamsport 

M unhall 

Port Allegany 

Spangler 

Myrrstown 

Port Cartoon 

Spartansburg 

Nanticoke 

Port Clinton 

Springboru 

Nanty Clo 

Portersvtlle 

Starnicca 

Nescopeck 

Port Li nd 

Stillwater 

Nesquehomng 

Port Matilda 

Stockdale 

New Albany 

Port Royal 

Sioneboro 

New Alexandria 

Port Vue 

Stoystown 

New Baltimore 

Pottstown 

Strattanville 

New Beaver 

Pottaville 

Strauistown 

New Berlin 

Pringle 

Stroudsburg 

New Bethlehem 

Punxsutawney 

Sugorcreek 
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Suj$ar Grove 
Sugar Notch 
Summcrhill 
Summerville 
Summit Hill 

Sunbur> r 

Susquehanna Depot 

SuterviUe 

SwiMVAll* 

Swoyem ville 

Sylvanta 

Tamaqua 

Tarvntum 

Taylur 

Telford 

Thompson 

Thompson town 

Three Springs 

Ttiroop 

Tidioute 

TimbUn 

Tioga 

Tinaesta 

Titusville 

To wan da 

Tower City 

Townville 

Tremont 

Troutville 

Troy 

Trumbatiersville 

Tunkhonnork 

Tuonrthilt 

Turbot ville 

Turtle Creek 

Tyrone 

Ulysses 

Union City 

Union Dale 

Umontown 

Union ville 

Upland 

Ursine 

Valencia 

Valley III 

Vanderbilt 

Vandergvifl 

Vnndlmg 

V r rtona 

Yintondalr 

Volant 

Wall 

WalUo-lon 

Wulnutport 


Wampum 

Warren 

Warrior Hun 

Washington 

Waterford 

Wutsontown 

Waltvburg 

Waynesboro 

Waynesburg 

Weissport 

Wdltrtburg 

Wellaboco 

Wellsville 

Wetleyvillc 

West Alexander 

West BrownsviUe 

West Chester 

West Easton 

West Elizabeth 

West Kairview 

Westfield 

West Grove 

West Ibideton 

West I lomettead 

West Leechhurg 

West Mayfield 

West Middlesex 

West Newton 

Westovcr 

West Piitston 

West Heading 

West Wyoming 

West York 

Wheatland 

White Haven 

WUkinsburg 

Williamsburg 

Wilmerding 

Wilmore 

Wilson 

Windber 

Wind Gap 

Windsor 

Winterstown 

Woodbury 

Woodcock 

Worthington 

Worth villa 

Wyalusing 

Wyoming 

York Haven 

Youngstown 

Yoongsville 

Youngwood 

Zetienople 


Rhode Island 

Centra] Falls 
Newport 


South Carolina 


AbbevOht 

Allendale 

Andrews 

Atlantic Bc.ich 

Aynior 

Bamberg 

burn well 

Ihtesbmg 

Belton 

Bennetts* tile 

Uethune 

Ih shops Hie 

lUricksburg 

Black ville 

Blenheim 

Wulfton 

lliyllllfWtKHl 

IVtnneau 

Bowman 

Branch ville 

Brunson 

Boim lt««wn 

Calhoun Fulls 


Camden 

Cameron 

Campobullo 

Carlisle 

Central 

Central Pcu.obl 

Chappell* 

Cheraw 

Chesner 

Chester 

Chesterfield 

City Vir.\ 

Clinton 

Clio 

Clovet 

Conwuy 

Cope 

Cottages t Hr 
Coward 
Cow pew. 

Crus* Hill 
Darlington 
Denmark 


Dillon 

Donalds 

Due Wot 

Edgefield 

Khrhardt 

Elko 

El lores? 

Estill 

Eutawville 

Fairfax 

Fort Lawn 

Fort Mill 

Fountain Inn 

Furman 

Gaffney 

Georgetown 

Gifford 

Gllbort 

Govan 

Gray Court 

Great Falls 

Greeleyville 

Greenwood 

Greer 

Hampton 

Hardccvtllc 

Hd Hey v tile 

Hart* villa 

Heath Springs 

Hirkorv Grove 

Hilda 

Hodges 

Holly Hill 

Hollywood 

llo:tea Path 

Inman 

Iva 

lames town 

Jefferson 

fohnsonville 

johnston 

jonusvtlle 

Kershaw 

Kings tree 

Kline 

Lake City 

Like View 

Lamar 

Lancaster 

Landrum 

Lane 

Lutta 

Laurens 

Lcesvilte 

Ubrrty 

Livingston 

Lockhart 

Lodge 

Lons 

Lowndes ville 

tawrys 

Luruy 

Lynchburg 

McBee 

MoCoU 

McConnells 

McCormk k 

Manning 

Manon 

MayesvUle 

Megget 

MomHta 

Mount Carmel 

Mount Croghan 

Mullins 

Neeses 

Newl>erry 

Nichols 


Ninety Six 

Norris 

North 

Norway 

Olanta 

Olar 

Orangeburg 
Pacolet Mills 
Pageland 
Psmplico 
Parks ville 
Patrick 
PaxviUe 
Peak 

Pendleton 

Perry 

Pickens 

Pmewood 

Plum Branch 

Pamaria 

Ravcncl 

Reevesville 

Richburg 

Ridgrland 

Ridge Spring 

Ridge ville 

Rowesville 

Ruby 

St George 

St Matthews 

St Stephen 

Salem 

Salley 

Saluda 

Santee 

Scranton 

Sellers 

Seneca 

Sharon 

Six Mile 

Smyrna 

Sneliing 

Society Hill 

Springfield 

Stnrr 

Summerlon 

Sumter 

Swansea 

Sycamore 

Tstum 

Timmons ville 

Trenton 

Troy 

Turbeville 

Ulmer 

Union 

Vance 

Varnville 

Wagener 

Walhalla 

Walterboro 

Ward 

Ware Shoals 

Waterloo 

Westminster 

West Union 

Whitmire 

Williams 

Williamston 

Williston 

Windsor 

Winntboro 

Woodford 

Woodruff 

Woodside 

Yemassee 

York 


Atxrdeen 

Agar 

Akaska 

Atbee 

Alexandria 


South Dakota 

A plena 

Aitamont 

Andover 

Arlington 

Armour 


Artas 

Arlesian 

Ashton 

Astoria 

Avon 

Baltic 

Bancroft 

Batesbind 

Belle Fourche 

Belvtderc 

Blunt 

Bonesteel 

Bow die 

Bradley 

Brandt 

Brentford 

Bridgewater 

Bristol 

Britton 

Broadtand 

Brookings 

Bryant 

Buffalo 

Buffalo Gap 

Bt rflbi 

Butler 

Camp Crook 

Camstota 

Canova 

Carthage 

Castlewood 

Cavour 

Centerville 

Chamberlain 

Claire City 

Claremont 

Clark 

Clear 1-akr 

Colome 

Colton 

Columbia 

Conde 

Corona 

Corsica 

Custer 

Dallas 

Davis 

Delmont 

Dc Smet 

Dolton 

Draper 

Dupree 

Eagle Butte 

Eden 

Egan 

Elk ton 

Emery 

Erwin 

Ethan 

Eureka 

Fairborn 

Fairfax 

Faith 

Farmer 

Faulk tan 

Frankfort 

Frederick 

Freeman 

Carden City 

Cary 

Ceddcs 

Gettysburg 

Clcnham 

Goodwin 

Greogry 

Grenville 

Harold 

Haytl 

Hazel 

Hermosa 

Herratd 

Herrick 

Hetland 

I lighmorv 

Hill City 


Hitchcock 
llosmer 
Hot Springs 
Hovet) 

Howard 

Hudson 

I lurley 

Huron 

Interior 

Ipswich 

Iroquois 

Isabel 

|ava 

Jefferson 

Kadoka 

Kimball 

Kranzburg 

Lake Andes 

Lake City 

Lakr Nordefl 

Lake Preston 

Lane 

Langford 

Lemmon 

Leois 

Lesterv'ille 

Letcher 

Long Lake 

McIntosh 

McLaughhn 

Madison 

Marion 

Martin 

Marvin 

Mellellee 

Menno 

Midland 

Miller 

Mission 

Mission Hill 

Mitchell 

Mobmlgr 

Montrose 

Morristown 

Mound City 

Mount Vernon 

Murdo 

Naples 

New Effington 
Newell 

New Underwood 

New Witten 

Nunda 

On cornu 

Oldham 

Olivet 

Onids 

Orient 

Ortley 

Parker 

Parkston 

Peever 

Perponi 

Ptalle 

Pollock 

Presho 

Pringle 

Pukwana 

Quinn 

Ravinia 

Redfield 

Reliance 

Revillo 

Rnckham 

Roscoc 

Roslyn 

Roswell 

St Francis 

St Lawrence 

Salem 

Scotland 

Selby 

Seneca 

Sherman 

Siitfinn 
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South Shorr 

Wakondu 

Jasper 

Jefferson City 

Powell* Crossroads 

Ballinger 

Crantfillx Gap 

Spcarfish 

Wall 

Pulaski 

Balmorhra 

Crawford 

Spencer 

Wallace 

Jellico 

Puryear 

Banders 

Crockett 

Springfield 

Ward 

Jonesboro 

Ramcr 

Bangs 

Croflbyton 

SticLney 

Warner 

Kenton 

Red Bolling Spring* 

Bard writ 

Cross Mains 

Stockholm 

Waits 

Kimball 

Richard City 

Bartlett 

Crowell 

Sturgis 

Waubay 

Lafayette 

Ridgrly 

Bastrop 

Crystal fWoch 

Summit 

Wentworth 

La Follelte 

Rtpley 

Bay view 

Crystal City 

1 abor 

Wellington 

La Grange 

Rive* 

Beasley 

Cuero 

Timber Lake 

Wellington Springs 

Lake City 

Rock wood 

Beckv die 

Cum by 

T«d»ioy 

Westport 

Lakewood 

Rogersville 

Bee vi lie 

Cushing 

1 uronto 

White 

Lawreoceburg 

Roseville 

Bellevue 

Diiingerfield 

Trent 

White Lake 

Lebanon 

Rutherford 

Bellmead 

Dulhart 

Tnpp 

White River 

Lenoir City 

Rutledge 

Bell* 

Dawson 

Turton 

White wood 

Ixwisburg 

St Joseph 

Benavides 

Da Kalb 

Twin Brook* 

Willow Lake 

Lexington 

Saltillo 

Beniamin 

De leon 

Tyndall 

Wilmot 

Liberty 

Sum burg 

Bertram 

Del Rio 

lit*:* 

Winfred 

Unden 

SerdJ* 

Big Sandy 

Deport 

Vi-blen 

Winner 

Livingston 

Sauiabury 

B k Well* 

Detroit 

Vmmliion 

Wolscy 

Loudon 

Savannah 

B»*hop 

Diboll 

Vlborg 

Wood 

Luttrel! 

Scott* Hill* 

Blanco 

Dickens 

Vienna 

Woonsocket 

LynnvtUe 

Belter 

Blanket 

Dilley 

Vila* 

Worthing 

McEwen 

SevtervUle 

Bfoomburg 

Dodd City 

Virgil 

Yale 

McKenzie 

Sharon 

Blooming Grove 

Dodsun 

Volin 

Yankton 

McLemoresville 

Shelbyvilie 

Blossom 

Domino 

Wagner 

Trao«itM« 

McMinnville 

Madlionville 

Martin 

Si lert on 

Slayden 

SmithvtUe 

Blue Ridge 

Blum 

Boeme 

Donna 

Douglas villa 
Driscoll 

Adam* 

Dncberd 

Maryville 

Sncedville 

Bogata 

Dublin 

Adamsville 

Dickson 

Mason 

Somerville 

Bonham 

Eagle bike 

Alamo 

Dover 

Maury City 

South Full on 

Brackett villa 

Eagle Pas* 

Alcoa 

Dowrlltown 

Maynardvilie 

South Pittsburg 

Brody 

F^arlh 

Alexandria 

Doyle 

Medina 

Sparta 

Breckenrklge 

Easton 

A .good 

Dresden 

Midlie 

Spencer 

Bremond 

Fxlor 

A ila nit 

Duck town 

Middleton 

Spring City 

Brenham 

Ed couch 

Aitamont 

Dunlap 

Milan 

Spnngfield 

Broatldu* 

Faleti 

Ardmore 

Dyer 

MtUrdgevlile 

Spring Hill 

0ron*on 

Edmonson 

Arlington 

Dyersburg 

MtllersvUle 

Stanton 

Brookshire 

Edna 

Athens 

Eegleville 

Millington 

Stantonville 

Browndnll 

El Cumpo 

Atoka 

Kli/abcthTon 

Minor Hill 

SurguintvilU* 

Brown wood 

Klectra 

Auburn town 

FJkton 

Mitchellvtlle 

Sweetwater 

Buckholt* 

Elgin 

Bailey ton 

Englewood 

Monte igle 

Tazewell 

Buffalo Gap 

Elmendorf 

Baxter 

Enville 

Monterey 

Trllfco Plain* 

Burke 

Fisa 

Rrerxhrba Springe 

Fain 

Morrison 

Tiptonville 

Burton 

Em house 

Bell Buckle 

Erwin 

Morristown 

Toone 

Bynum 

Enema) 

Bells 

Estlll Spring* 

Moscow 

Townsend 

Caddo Mills 

Ennis 

Benton 

Kibndge 

Mosheim 

Tracy City 

Celvnrt 

Estellme 

Bethel Spring* 

Stowih 

Mountain City 

Trenton 

Cameron 

Eustace 

Big Sandy 

FuyeMrvlUe 

Mount Pleasant 

Tnrievent 

Campbell 

Evant 

Bluff City 

Finger 

Newborn 

Trimble 

Camp Wood 

Falfuma* 

Bolivar 

Friendship 

New Hope 

Union 

Carbon 

Falls City 

Bradford Brighton 

FnendsviUe 

New Market 

Venleer 

Carmine 

Karmersville 

Brownsville 

Caine* boro 

Newport 

Vtole 

Cttrrizo Springs 

Fata 

Bniceton 

Ce Ua tin 

New Tazewell 

Vooore 

Outrovtlle 

Fayetteville 

Bull* Cap 

Callaway 

Niuta 

Wartburg 

Celeste 

Ferri* 

Burhson 

Garland 

Oakdale 

Wart race 

Celine 

Hn ton Is 

Byrd* town 

Cate* 

Oakland 

Watauga 

Center 

Florence 

Calhoun 

Gibson 

Obion 

Watertown 

Chinning 

Floresville 

(arthago 

Gilt Edge 

Oliver Spring* 

Waverty 

Charlotte 

Floydada 

Canvtlle 

Gleason 

Oneida 

Waynesboro 

Chester 

Franklin 

Cedar HID 

Grand function 

Oriinda 

West Moreland 

Childress 

Krankston 

Centertown 

Grays vi lie 

Orme 

White Bluff 

Chillicothe 

Fredericksburg 

Centerville 

Greenback 

Palmer 

White Pine 

Chirr no 

Frost 

Chapel Mill 

Greensville 

Pan* 

Whilevflle 

Christine 

Gainesville 

Charleafon 

Greenfield 

Pamittsvilk? 

Whitwell 

Cisco 

Garrett 

Charlotte 

GruetlF Laager 

Parsons 

Wtlliston 

Clarendon 

Garrison 

Cleveland 

Hal!* 

Petersburg 

Winchester 

Clarksville 

Gatesville 

Clifton 

Hnrrtinan 

Philadelphia 

Winfield 

Clint 

Gladewater 

Coalman? 

Hartsville 

Ptkevilltf 

Woodbury 

Cockrell Hill 

Goldsmith 

Collmwood 

Henderson 

Pteaaant Hill 

Woodland Mills 

Coffee City 

Coldthwaite 

Columbia 

Cookeville 

Copperhill 

Henning 

Henry 

Hickory’ Valley 

Pun Und 

York vide 

Texas 

Coleman 

Collinsville 

Golmnnutl 

Goliad 

Gonzales 

Goodlow 

Comer* vitle 

Hohcnwald 

Abbott 

Aransas Pas* 

Colorado City 

Goodrich 

Cottage Crove 

Hollow Rock 

Ackerly 

Areola 

Comanche 

Gorce 

Covington 

Hombeak 

Adrian 

Ashert on 

Com la?* 

Gorman 

Cowan 

1 lomcby 

Alamo 

A sperm on l 

Commerce 

Gr iiford 

Crab Orchard 

Humboldt 

Alba 

Athens 

Como 

Grand Saline 

Cross Plains 

Huntingdon 

Alpine 

Atlanta 

Cool 

Grandview 

Owutlle 

Huntbind 

Alto 

Aubrey 

Coulirige 

Granger 

Cumberland City 

Huntsville 

Alton 

Austwcll 

Cooper 

Grapeland 

Cumberland Cap 

Iron City 

Amherst 

Avery 

Corrigan 

Greenville 

Dayton 

|erk«l>oro 

Annona 

Avtnger 

Corsican* 

Gregory 

Decatur 

Jackson 

Anthony 

Halley 

Cotullu 

Grey Forest 

Decaturvillr 

jameslown 

Aquilla 

Baird 

i Covington 

Grsftibock 
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OtNTOt 

Marlin 

Grow ton 

Marque r 

Cusfhie 

Marl 

Hub* Canter 

Mason 

1 fumUlon 

Matador 

Humltn 

Malhtft 

n«ppy 

Maud 

IImUcII 

May pearl 

Ib'urm 

Meadow 

Ih'dlry 

Mog.irgel 

Hemphill 

Molvln 

1 licit 

Memphis 

Hidalgo 

Menard 

Hillsboro 

Mercedes 

Holland 

Meridian 

Ihmdu 

Merkel 

1 lunry Cftive 

Merten* 

Hubbard 

Mcrtxon 

1 lughrs Spnng* 

Midi 

Huntington 

Milano 

Hutto 

Miles 

Irtdell 

Milford 

Italy 

Mmcolu 

lUtft* 

Mineral WeJU 

|,nk sou idle 

Mingus 

jasper 

Montgomery 

|a>ian 

Moody 


Moore Station 

loiquin 

Moran 

jiilmmm City 

Morgan 

Junction 

Morton 

Karnes Cily 

Movllon 

K .ui it run 

Mount Calm 

hirinp 

Mount Enterprise 

Ki ndltion 

Mullln 

K**nrdy 

Monday 

Kcnnard 

Murchison 

Kerens 

Naples 

•Cin gttilW 

Natalie 

Kirby vilta 

Navaftotu 

Kin in 

Nesbitt 

Knox City 

New cast la 

Kasee 

New Suminrrfkdd 

Krttsi 

Neylundvillr 

La Cottle 

Nixon 

lardunia 

Nocona 

U Fens 

Nome 

L« Grunge 

Nordhetm 

La Crulia 

Norma ngee 

I j* |oyu 

Novice 

lake* tow 

Oa kbit rat 

Limp,ua» 

Oak wood 

U Villa 

O'Brien 

lot Ward 

O'Donnell 

laffUy 

Olton 

l <«•«!}' 

Omaha 

Leona 

Ore City 

Uonurd 

Paducah 

Lexington 

Pain! Rock 

UndM 

Palacios 

lipu 

Patmvtew 

Livingston 

Paris 

llano 

Pearsall 

l<ock&ri 

Pecan Cap 

UxKnpy 

Pecos 

tameta 

Penelope 

l-WU* 0*k 

Petersburg 

Uiruttui 

Pilot Point 

1 .arena 

Pincland 

Lo« Frr «no» 

Pittsburg 

Lott 

Point Blank 

LufiL’n 

Port Uahel 

t.nfkin 

Po*t 

1 ultnjj 

Potecl 

Lyford 

Powell 

Mabank 

Preroont 

McCamey 

l*retldio 

NicCtruot 

Primera 

McKinney 

Progreso laikci 

Mt Lean 

Putnam 

Mulakof! 

Quanah 

Malone 

Queen Oly 

Manor 

Quitaque 

Marfa 

Kail* 

Marion 

Rancho Viejo 


Ranger 

St reef man 

Raymond vilte 

Sudan 

Refugio 

Tsft 

Richland 

Tahoka 

Richland Spring* 

Telco 

Rio Hondo 

Taylor 

Rising Star 

Teague 

Roaring Spring* 

Tehuacana 

Robs town 

Tenaha 

Roby 

Tcrnll 

Rochester 

Texliivc 

Rockspring* 

Thom dale 

Rocky Mound 

Thornton 

Roger* 

Thrall 

Roma 

Throckmorton 

Rope* v die 

Timpson 

Rosebud 

Tiro 

Rose City 

Toco 

Rntun 

Tolar 

Round Top 

Toyah 

Roxton 

Trenton 

Royse City 

Trinidad 

Rule 

Trinity 

Rung* 

Troup 

Rusk 

Tuba 

Sabtnal 

Turkey 

St |o 

Tuscola 

San Augustine 

Uvalde 

San Diego 

Valentine 

San Felipe 

Valley Mill* 

San Ju*n 

Van Alstyne 

San Marco* 

Van Horn 

San Patricio 

Vernon 

San Pertits 

Vinton 

San Saba 

Waeidci 

Santa Anna 

Waxahachie 

Santa Rosa 

Weatherford 

Schulenburg 

Weimar 

Seadrifl 

Weiner! 

Sea grave* 

Wellington 

Seven Oak* 

Well* 

Seven Points 

Weslaco 

Seymour 

Westbrook 

Shamrock 

Westminster 

Shepherd 

W'est Mountain 

Shiner 

Whitewright 

Siiftbce 

Whitney 

Silverlon 

Will* Point 

Sinton 

Windom 

Slaton 

Winn* boro 

Smiley 

Winters 

SmithviUe 

Wolfit Cily 

Somerset 

Woodsboro 

Sonthmayd 

Woodson 

Spofhml 

Wuodvillr 

Splinglak* 

Wortham 

Spur 

Yanti* 

Stamford 

Yoakum 

Sterling City 

Yorktown 

Sioekdate 

/.avails 

Strawn 

Utah 

Alton 

Fillmore 

Antimony 

Fountain Green 

Ballard 

Genoln 

Beaver 

Glendale 

Bic knell 

Glenwood 

Big Water 

Green River 

HUndiitg 

Gunnison 

Boulder 

Hatch 

Centcrfield 

Habtr 

Charleston 

Henefer 

Circleville 

Hildale 

Cleveland 

Holden 

Ornish 

Hurricane 

Dewey villa 

junction 

Elsinore 

Kama* 

Enterprise 

Kanab 

Ephraim 

Kanarraville 

F seal ante 

Kanosh 

Eureka 

Kingston 

Fain tew 

Koosharem 

Farr West 

Lakctnwn 

Fayette 

Leeds 


Levan 

Pa rowan 

Loa 

Portage 

l>ogiin 

Santaquin 

Lvnrdyi 

Scipto 

Monll 

Scofield 

Mary* vile 

SnowviUe 

Mayfield 

Soldier Summit 

Meadow 

South Salt Lake 

Midway 

Spring City 

Milford 

Spring* itle 

Mona 

Sterling 

Moroni 

Stockton 

Mount Pteasant 

Toquervill* 

Myton 

Tocrey 

Ncphl 

Trenton 

Newton 

Vernon 

Oakley 

Virgin 

Ophir 

Wales 

Pungurtch 

Wallsburg 

Vermont 

Albany 

Newbury 

Alburg 

Newport 

Barrs 

Northfield 

Barion 

North Troy 

Bellow* Falls 

North Westminster 

Bradford 

Orleans 

Bristol 

Perktnsvllle 

Cabot 

Pittsford 

Cambridge 

Plainfield 

Derby Center 

Poultney 

Derby line 

Proctors vl lie 

Enosbnrg Full* 

Richford 

Hardwick 

Rutland 

jackaonville 

St Albans 

Jeffersonville 

Saxtons River 

Johnson 

Stowe 

Ludlow 

Swanton 

Lyndonvllls 

W'aterbury 

Marshfield 

Wells River 

Milton 

West Burke 

Montpelier 

Westminster 

MormviUe 

Winooski 

Virginia 

Abingdon 

Craigsville 

Accomac 

Crewe 

Alberta 

Culpeper 

Appalachia 

Damascus 

Appomattox 

Dendron 

Bedford 

DiUwyn 

Belle Haven 

Drakes Branch 

Big Stone Cap 

Dungannon 

Blacksburg 

Edinburg 

Blackstune 

Emporia 

Bloxom 

Exmorr 

Boone Mill 

Farm vl He 

Boyce 

Floyd 

Boykins 

Franklin 

Bianchville 

Fries 

Brodnax 

Front Royal 

Drookneal 

Galax 

Buchanan 

Gate City 

Buena Vista 

GUde Spring 

BurkevtU# 

Glasgow 

Cape Charles 

Glen Lyn 

Qipftm 

CordonsvitUr 

Charlotte Couri House Goshen 

Chase City 

Gretna 

Chatham 

Grundy 

Chariton 

Halifax 

ChUhowto 

Hailwood 

Chincoteague 

Ifamsonburg 

Claremont 

llaysi 

Clarksville 

1 Lineker 

Ctevrland 

Hurt 

Cltfton Forge 

Independence 

Ctlnchport 

Iron Gate 

Chntwood 

Ivor 

Clovet 

jarratt 

Coebum 

jonegvdle 

Colonial Beach 

Keller 

Columbia 

Kenbndge 

Cov mgton 

Keys* die 
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l a Crosse 

Radford 

tawrvncevitle 

Rich Creek 

l.«? Kington 

Richland* 

Luruy 

Round »till 

Mckenttny 

Rural Retreat 

Man on 

St Charles 

Marl insvilln 

St Paul 

MeJL, 

Saltville 

MiddJrburg 

Saxia 

Mineral 

Saditburg 

Monterey 

Scottsvtlle 

Mount Crawford 

Shenandoah 

Mount Jackson 

South Bovtun 

Narrows 

South Hill 

Nassawadox 

StanardavtUe 

New Castle 

Stanley 

Newsoms 

Stony Creek 

NtckelviUo 

Strasburg 

Norton 

Stuart 

Ur.a nr. or k 

Tangier 

Onley 

Tazewell 

Orange 

The Plains 

Painter 

Turns Brook 

Pampfin City 

Troutdate 

Parks ley 

Troutvdle 

Pcaruburg 

Victoria 

Pembroke 

Virgtlina 

Pennington Cap 

Warhapreegue 

Phcnix 

Wakefield 

Pocahontas 

WuveHy 

Port Royal 

Wayncabord 

Pound 

Whites tone 

Puaski 

Woodstock 

Quant»co> 

WythevUIe 

Washington 

Aberdeen 

Harroh 

Airway Heights 

Hartlme 

Arlington 

lloqmura 

Asotin 

Uwaoo 

Battle Ground 

Index 

Bingen 

lone 

Black Diamond 

Kahlotus 

Brewster 

Kelso 

Bridgeport 

Keltic Pails 

Buckley 

Kittitas 

Bu coda 

Krupp 

Comas 

las Conner 

Carnation 

Langley 

Cashmere 

LsUh 

Castle Rock 

taven worth 

Cathlamet 

Und 

Ontralia 

Long Bwch 

Qiehabs 

Lyman 

Chelan 

Lynden 

Cheney 

Mabton 

Chewelsh 

McCleary 

Ciaiistun 

Malden 

Cle FJum 

Mansfteld 

Colville 

Marcus 

Concottully 

Maltawa 

Concrete 

Medical Lake 

Connell 

Mesa 

Cosmopolis 

Metaltne 

Coulee City 

Metaltne Falls 

Cusick 

Millwood 

Darlington 

Monroe 

Dayton 

Mon Ipsa no 

Deer Park 

Nf orton 

Duvall 

Moses Lake 

East Wenatchee 

Moasyrock 

Katonvdle 

Mount Vernon 

Ellen* burg 

Mnxee City 

Elmo 

Naches 

Entiat 

Nespelrm 

Everson 

Newport 

Farmington 

Nooktack 

George 

North Bonrevilia 

Gold Bar 

Nnrthpurt 

Goldendale 

Oakville 

Grand Coulee 

Okanogan 

Grandview 

Omak 

Granger 

Oroville 

Granite Falls 

Orlmg 

Hamilton 

Othello 


Pateroe 


Stanwood 

Pul Angeles 


St .it buck 

Pott Orchard 


Sultan 

Pr>it Townsend 


Sum. is 

Prescott 


Sumner 

Pullman 


Sunny side 

Puyallup 


Tcnmo 

Quincy 


Tieton 

Rainier 


Toledo 

Raymond 


Tonatket 

Republic 


Toppeiush 

Ridgefield 


Twisp 

Ritrvllle 


Union Gap 

Riverside 


Vader 

Rockford 


Walla Walla 

Rock Island 


Wapato 

Roslyn 


Warden 

Roy 


Wuthouga) 

Royal City 


Washtucna 

Sedru Woolley 


Wenatchee 

Sequim 


Westport 

Shelton 


Wilkeson 

Skykomish 


Wilson Creek 

Snohomish 


Winlock 

Soup Lake 


Winthrop 

South Bend 


Woodland 

South Cle Plum 


Yucolt 

South Prairie 


Yelm 

Sprague 


ZilUh 

Springdale 

Wool Virginia 

Addison 


Fairmont 

Albright 


Fairview 

A1 demon 


Falling Springs 

Ana wait 


Farmington 

Anmoore 


Fayetteville 

Ansted 


Flatwoods 

Athens 


Flemrngton 

Auburn 


Folia ns bee 

Bancroft 


Fori Gay 

Barboursville 


Franklin 

BenackviUo 


Friendly 

Bath 


Gary 

Bayard 


Casaaway 

Beck ley 


Gauley Bridge 

Beech Bottom 


Gilbert 

Beltngton 


Glen v i lie 

Ben wood 


Grafton 

Bethany 


Grant w ilk 

Beverly 


Grant Town 

BUcksvdle 


Granviile 

Blua field 


liambkion 

Bradshaw 


Hamlin 

B;.unwell 


Handley 

Bruccton Mills 


Harman 

Buckhannon 


Harrievdle 

Buffalo 


Hartford City 

Burnsville 


Hedgesville 

Cairo 


Henderson 

Camden on-Ca utey 

Hendricks 

Cameron ♦ 


Hillsboro 

Capon Bridge 


Hinton 

Cass 


Hundred 

Carder Grove 


Huttofiivilte 

Omdo 


larger 

Chapmanville 


fane taw 

(Carlas Town 


junior 

Chesapeake 


Kenova 

Chester 


hermit 

Clarksburg 


Keyser 

Clay 


Keystone 

Clcndenm 


Kimball 

Cowrn 


Kingwood 

Danville 


La yo polls 

Davis 


Loon 

Davy 


taster 

Delbartan 


tawisburg 

Dunbar 


Littleton 

Durbin 


Logan 

East Bank 


Lost Creek 

Eleanor 


1 umber port 

Elizabeth 


McMcchen 

Elk Garden 


Man 

Elkins 


Munnmgton 


Mitrlifi'cm 

M (travel 

Murtmsbarg 

Mason 

Nt.ts.mVi.vn 

Multfwjn 

KUIniIu 

Meadow Badge 

Midrib* bourne 

Mill Creek 

Milton 

Mnnongah 

Montgomery 

Montrose 

Moorefield 

Morgantown 

Mehindavtlle 

Mininl Hope 

Mullens 

Newbuig 

New Cumberland 

New Haven 

New Martinsville 

NPro 

North fori 

Nutter Fort 

Qakvale 

Orrann 

Osage 

Padcn Diy 
Pamnns 
Paw Paw 
Pax 

Pennsboro 
IVteraburg 
Pc lets I ow n 
Philippi 

Piedmont 
Pine Grove 
Ptiwvlllt* 

Point Pleasant 

Pnnoeton 

Pullmun 

RuioelUr 

R*in*rn 

Keedsvtlle 

Reedy 


Abbotsford 

Algoma 

Alma 

Alma Center 

Almond 

Amriry 

Amherst function 

Aniwa 

Antigo 

Arcadia 

Arena 

Ashland 

Athena 

Augusta 

Avoui 

Bugley 

Balsam lake 

Btrubon 

Harneveld 

Bayfield 

Brur Creek 

Braver Dam 

Big Falls 

Btrchwood 

BUi k Creek 

Black Hi vet Fall* 

Blatr 

BUinehardvlUe 

Bloomer 

Bloomington 

Blue River 

Bcs.obel 

Bowler 

Boyt.rvillr 

Boyd 

Brandon 


Rhode II 

Rtchwnnd 

RidgtUry 

Ruesvilk 

Runtnry 

Roncrvertt 

Rtiwle xburg 

Rupert 

S« Marys 

Salem 

Shcpherdstown 

Shinnston 

Sistersville 

Smithera 

Smithficld 

Sophia 

South Charleston 

Spencer 

Star City 

Sloncwood 

Summemlllo 

Sutton 

Terra Alta 

Thomas 

Thurmond 

Trladclphia 

Tur.neltun 

Union 

Valley Grove 

Vienna 

War 

Wardens vtllr 

Wayne 

Welch 

Wrllsbufg 

West Hamlin 

West Liberty 

Weal tagan 

West Milford 

Weston 

Weafover 

West Union 

While Sulphur Springs 

WhdrsvilJe 

WiUiamaon 

WomcUdorfT 

Worthington 

Wisconsin 

Brokaw 

Bruce 

Butternut 

Cable 

Ohlotl 

Cambria 

Cambridge 

Campbelhpurt 

Camp Douglas 

Cascade 

Casco 

Cushion 

Cass wile 

Catawba 

Carr miv I a 

Cent aria 

Chaseburg 

Chilton 

Chippewa Falls 

Clayton 

Clear Lake 

Clinton 

Cbntonvdle 

Cl) man 

Cochrane 

Colby 

Coleman 

Colonva 

Conrath 

Coon Valley 

Cornell 

Cotuleray 

Crandon 

Cnvtu 

Curl in 

Dallas 







Federal Register / Vol. 50, No. 204 / Tuesday. October 22. 1985 / Notices 


42845 


Darlington 
DeldVftn 
De Solo 
Dodge ville 
Downing 
Doylestown 
Durand 
Fugle River 
Eastman 
Egg Harbor 
Elderon 
Kiev. 

Elroy 
Endeavor 
Ettrkk 
F.xrl.ind 
Fall child 
Fainvafer 
Full RKer 
Fcnnimore 
Fen wood 
Fond Du Lac 
Footville 
Fountain City 
Fox lake 
Francis Creek 
Frederic 
Fremont 
Galesvdl* 

Gays MtUs 

Genoa 

Gilletl 

Gilman 

Glenbeulah 

(denwood City 

Cninton 

Grantsburg 

Gratiot 

Greenwood 

Hancock 

Hartford 

Hatley 

Hawkins 

Hayward 

Highland 

FfJll’ihoro 

lliitun 

Morion ville 

HuHny 

Hustler 

Independence 

Ingram 

lola 

Iron Ridge 
Iron tun 
|e ft arson 
lohnaon Creek 
juneau 
Kaukauna 
Kekoskae 
Km nan 
Kewaunee 
Ki ration 
Lor. La Belle 
Ladysmith 
U Farge 
Lake Del ton 
Lake Mills 
Lancaster 
La Valle 
Lena 

Lime Ridge 

Linden 

Loganville 

Lohrville 

Lone Rock 

laiwell 

Loyal 

Lublin 

Luck 

Lyndon Station 
Maiden Rock 
Manawa 
Manitowoc 
Maribel 


Marinette 

Soldiers Grove 

VJroqua 

Marion 

Solon Springs 

Walworth 

Markesan 

South Wayne 

Warrens 

Marquette 

Sparta 

Washburn 

Mason 

Spencer 

Watertown 

Matt ton 

Sponnrr 

Waupaca 

Mansion 

Stanley 

Wausaukee 

Mellon 

Steuben 

Wautoma 

Melrose 

Stevens Point 

Webster 

Metvina 

Stockholm 

West Bamboo 

Mmomunie 

Stoddard 

Westby 

Merrill 

Stratford 

Westfield 

Memllan 

Strom 

Weyauwega 

Mcrrimuc 

Sullivan 

Weyerhaeuser 

MiUadorr 

Superior 

Whrelcr 

Mil Mown 

Baring 

Whitehall 

Mineral Point 

Taylor 

White Lake 

Minting 

Thorp 

Whitewaler 

Mondavi 

Tlgerton 

Wild Rosa 

Mi m tel to 

Tomah 

Wilton 

Montreal 

Tony 

Winter 

Moilme 

Trempealeau 

Wither 

Mount Calvary 

Turtle Lake 

Wonewoc 

Mount Hope 

Two Rivers 

Woodman 

Muscoda 

Unity 

Wyocena 

Necedah 

Viola 

Yuba 

Neillsvilla 

Nelson 


Wyoming 


Nelsomrtlle 
Neshkoro 
New Auburn 
New Lisbon 
New London 
Niagara 
Nichols 

North Freedom 

Norwalk 

Oconto 

Oconto Falls 

Ogdcnsburg 

Ontario 

Osaeo 

Owen 

Oxford 

Park FaUs 

Patch Grove 

Pepin 

Phillip* 

Pittaville 

PUttcrville 

Poplar 

Portage 

Polos! 

Potter 

Pound 

Poyneite 

Prairie Du Chien 

Praine Farm 

Prentice 

Princeton 

Raditson 

Rendstown 

Reiigramtr 

Reedsb irg 

Reeseville 

Rewey 

Rhinelander 

Rib Lake 

Richland Center 

Ridgeway 

Rro 


Afton 

Aibin 

Big Ptney 

Clearmont 

Cokvvillc 

East ThermopoHs 

Fort Laramie 

Frannie 

liuletl 


La Grange 
Laramie 
Meetartsft 
Riverside 
Rock River 
Thayne 
Van Tassel 
Yoder 


Outlying Areas 

American Samoa 
Northern Marianas 
Islands 

Part 111 

The following list contains the names 
of those small cities which meet the 
current minimum standards of physical 
and economic distress but which did not 
meet the standards as of the February 
13.1984 Notice. 


Alabama 


Balk 

Rivarview 

Berry 

Robert fdolt 

Brook side 

Shilo 

Decatur 

Silverhil) 

Fayette 

Taylor 

Foley 

Valley City 

Crimes 

Warrior 

Kinsey 

Webb 

Millbrook 

Wilmor 

Monroeville 

WilsrmvilW 

Morris 

Alaska 

Fairbanks 

Kosuun 

Hydaburg 

King Cove 


Ripon 

River Falls 

Rockland 

Rock Springs 

Row ho It 

St Nazi ax 

Scandinavia 

Schofield 

Seymour 

Sheldon 

Shell Lake 

Shiocton 

Riron 

Shnger 


Arizona 


Eager 

FYedonu 

Flagstaff 

Arkansas 

Cherry Valley 

Hickory Ridge 

Corinth 

Jerome 

Ciussett 

joneslioro 

Fifty Six 

tendon 

Fountain Hill 

Russellville 

Fourcha 

Stuttgart 

Friendship 

Weiner 

Heber Springs 

Wynne 


California 

A Murat Luma Linda 

Chino Mount Shasta 

Coil un Yreka 

Colorado 

Manilou Springs 
Nucla 
Paomu 
Parachute 
Pitkin 

Poncha Springs 
Prospect Heights 
Red Cliff 
Silt 
Swink 

Delaware 

New Castle 

Florida 

Opalocka 
Pomona Park 
Sebrtng 
Sneads 

Week! Wachee Springs 
Georgia 

Pine Mountain 
Plain vt lie 
Rexam 
Russell 
Sharps burg 
Sop* i tun 
Statesboro 
Swamsboro 
Tallulah Falls 
Turin 
Twtn Oty 
Valdoata 
Vidalla 
Walnut Grove 

Idaho 

MkMIsrtOQ 
MoptpeUer 
Onaway 
Parts 
Pinehurst 
Ptocimille 
Pocatello 
Preston 
St Charles 
Spencer 
1 win falls 
Warm River 


Illinois 


Albers 

Cisco 

Allendale 

Qs«na Park 

Alpha 

Coffeen 

Altumont 

Coleta 

Amboy 

Congervllle 

Andover 

Coulterville 

Ashmore 

Dallas City 

Ashton 

Daltell 

Assumption 

De Land 

Atlsnta 

Dixmoor 

Aviston 

Dixon 

B.ISCO 

Dunfermline 

Beardstown 

East Dubuque 

BaftMMlt 

Edinburg 

Bethany 

El Dam 

Biggsville 

Ell toll 

Blue Mound 

El Paso 

Bradford 

Elvaston 

Braid wood 

Rmden 

Brnadlands 

Ferria 

Boshnell 

Forest Park 

Cambridge 

Franklin Gove 

Clanton 

Gays 

Chester 

Clasford 


American Falls 

Atomir City 

Black fool 

Bloomington 

Caldwell 

Cambridge 

Drummond 

Georgetown 

Creenleaf 

Hailey 

luMseltn 

Mu lad Oty 


Alston 

BUiirsville 

Buford 

Calhoun 

Clarkes villa 

Commerce 

Corinth 

Garfield 

tta 

|**up 
Jonesboro 
Milan 
Morgan 
Oak Park 


Auhumdule 
Belle Glade 
Grand Ridge 
Greenwood 
Mannelund 


Akron 

Bonanza City 

Cheraw 

Creede 

Crested Butte 

Fleming 

Genoa 

Grand function 

Hotchkiss 

Johnstown 
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ciiugow 

Parkersburg 

toll 

PuMOi* 

1 Umiltun 

Pearl City 

1 tammurtd 

Percy 

1 Urmta C»ty 

Pr*r> 

1 farmon 

Patron 

1 UrUlairg 

Pittsfield 

1II rt Jr hum 

Bold 

llotfppottt 

PunlouMic 

Irvington 

I’binrt 

|.u knonvtllr 

Prairie Du Hdcbr 

Kincaid 

Ransom 

KiUgrioo Mirtra 

Raritan 

U» rim 

Rorhrlir 

U Fayette 

Rock Fell* 

1 itkemoor 

Rama 

1 Modle 

Ste Marie 

1 unark 

Stour 

I n Kaoe 

Sibley 

1 -lliitm 

South Koiaiu 

l.oma 

South VV ilmingfon 

Lincoln 

Sparta 

1 file York 

Spring Valley 

1 umax 

Steward 

Lang CiceV 

Stick nr y 

Macon 

Stockton 

Mat afield 

Slow Park 

Marengo 

Stnningion 

Mama; 

Strashurg 

Markka in 

Stronghurst 

Mattoon 

Sublette 

Medora 

Sullivan 

MtlfOU) Park 

Sun River Terrace 

M* dola 

TayluritU** 

Mmdotua 

Tildiit 

Mu.onk 

Time 

Mormon vdU.* 

Toledo 

Mount Carmel 

Tovsy 

NVple* 

Troy Crowe 

Nashville 

Villa Crme 

Nelson 

WapelUi 

New Bedford 

VVarrrn 

Niantic 

Warsaw 

North Utica 

Washburn 

OUfVVillr 

Wenona 

Owancco 

Winslow 

Indiana 

Akrxm 

North Nbndifilrr 

Amo 

Pntoka 

Itloffioo 

Ponrto 

Boswell 

Princeton 

{ailtimtuis 

Rocky Ripple 

Country Club Height* 

Sheridan 

FJbtrrffcld 

Spring Hills 

L<*rl Branch 

Spurgeon 

1 Lirleton 

Staunton 

l-ikrvill* 

Vera Cru» 

Mi Muni sen 

Warrrn 

New Richmond 

Westport 

Iowa 

AIIukmi 

agin 

Altai Villa 

• akader 

Allan 

Emerson 

A me* 

Epworth 

Arthur 

Evnnadnle 

AiiiIuIkmi 

Farley 

Rimcrofl 

Farmington 

Benton 

Ferguson 

Bernard 

Floyd 

lU'miogLam 

Calve 

Hritlow 

Ct*orgr 

IlnxlKHl 

Oilman 

CutKidc 

Cnrenr 

Ontralia 

Guernsey 

Chanton 

Mail ley 

Clarksville 

Hurl wick 

Cleghom 

MavorhiU 

Q>f.pock 

Muz let on 

Clrulwt 

Ida Opvc 

Payton 

Kanawha 

Ikmnan 

Krovauqua 

r^ywood 

klmhaltton 


l.*ht Vit w 

Redfield 

Ijakotd 

Ricivillr 

U fkirtr City 

Rcife 

Mttlcom 

Rowan 

Marengo 

Row Icy 

Marshalltown 

Ruthv i m 

M auricr 

Ryan 

Muyruird 

Sac 

Medispolis 

Schuller 

Melbumr 

Shambaugh 

Menlo 

Shrldnhl 

Mrvervey 

Sberrril 

Minbum 

Soldier 

Mitchell 

Stanley 

Moorhead 

State Center 

Mount Pleasant 

Stockport 

Nemaha 

Stockton 

New Hartford 

Sutherland 

North Fngllsh 

Swea City 

Odebolt 

Walnut 

Olin 

Wuukon 

Oneida 

Wuyland 

Orchard 

West gale 

Osterdock 

West Union 

llano 

Wtttlhrop 

Quusqueton 

Rai'dtJia 

Woolstock 


Kansas 

Agra 

Alma 

Kinsley 

Liberty 

Beloit 

Un wood 

Brook Mile 

little River 

Hunker Mill 

Long Island 

Burr 0«ik 

Manhattan 

CVjHomaood Falls 

NYodesh* 

Culver 

Nickerson 

hearing 

Oi|W 

Deerfield 

Osliome 

Emmett 

QiH liter 

Eskridge 

Raymond 

Everest 

Kozet 

Garnett 

Rush Center • 

Good land 

Sabetha 

Cor ham 

Satanta 

Crinnell 

Scott City 

Gypsum 

Srwartl 

ItunsUui 

South Haven 

lUrvayvilla 

Stark 

1 lerndnu 

Stockton 

linxie 

Syracuse 

Hutchinson * 

Tipton 

lota 

Tribunt 

|et more 

Valley Falls 

Kensington 

Zends 


Kentucky 

Burnside 

SlHUghtlTVlUtf 

CaaryvkUe 

Sturgis 

Centertown 

Union loam 

llnnum 

Walton 

Henderson 

Warfield 

Mack vl Hr 

Whitravllle 

M.tdikonvtlle 

Wllltamslown 

Mr-rganHetd 

Wingo 

NoMomtlle 

Woodbnrn 

Park Mills 

Woodlswn 

Powderiy 

Worthington 

Scbree 

Worthington Mills 


Louisiana 

Athens 

Ijnrrauville 

Baldwin 

Mcrmentau 

Brnnix Bridge 

Mooring* port 

Covington 

Morgan City 

Esther* ood 

Norwood 

10a 

St MartinviUc 

lota 

Michigan 

Armada 

Coopersvillt 

Brooklyn 

Elsie 

Burton 

Fret* Soil 

Chewining 

Prellport 


Grand 1 lav on 

New lajthiop 

Moll) 

Reese 

Mowed 

Richmond 

Kslsva 

Sand Lake 

Kent City 

Smith Rodrwoml 

Kingston 

Sparta 

C'Svrli 

Spring Luke 

Manchester 

Sturgis 

Mattawan 

Tecottistrh 

MsyvMle 

Wayne 

Mrlvtndule 

Zeeland 

Montrose 

Zilwaitkee 

Negniinre 

Appleton 

Minnesota 

H» idrJb'fg 

Becker 

Mrndrum 

Denscm 

Hr mi .in town 

Big Lake 

1 libbing 

Bird Island 

Isanti 

Bncrlvn 

Isle 

Buhl 

Ivanhoe 

Butterfield 

Kasota 

Clam City 

Keewatln 

Cleveland 

LaFavette 

Climax 

Le Crete* 

Coleraine 

U'ch field 

Crook* ton 

Lyle 

Croatia ke 

Miluca 

Darwin 

Minnesota take 

Dassel 

Montevideo 

Fan ton 

Montgomery 

Elizabeth 

Morristown 

Ellsworth 

Morton 

Elrosa 

New Prague 

Riysian 

Osakit 

Evrkth 

Pease 

Fountain 

Pnnccton 

Foxhome 

Sleepy Bye 

Franklin 

Storden 

Franklin 

Tenney 

Good Thunder 

Utica 

Grand Rapids 

Wahkon 

Grove Oty 

Waterville 

Hnrtlond 

Winnebago 

Hector 

Zumbm Falls 

Brddwyn 

Mississippi 

Mendenhall 

Boone ville 

Oxford 

Caledonia 

Pachuta 

Enterprise 

Ripley 

Fulton 

Saltillo 

Matlry 

Syhrrna 

lumpertown 

Ttllatoba 

Lake 

Tremoot 

Liberty 

Tupela 

Magee 

Verona 

Marion 

Waveland 

Bagnell 

Missouri 

Marcel i nr 

Bos worth 

Mendon 

Bcnirbon 

Missouri Dty 

Braiirear 

Monett 

Cairo 

Monroe Dty 

Cape Girardeau 

Montieello 

Cave 

Mooresville 

Center - 

New London 

Cow gill 

Palmyra 

DcerforUl 

fVasant Mill 

Etlgar Springs 

Renick 

Ellington 

Rnck Port 

Krohrui 

Ruahville 

Ciblw 

Si Cloud 

Hawk Point 

Salisbury 

Hermitage 

Sugar Creek 

Ibgh Mill 

Sunrise Beach 

Knob Noster 

Tipton 

Laclede 

Troy 

Leonard 

Upland Park 

Lincoln 

Wheeling 

McKittrtck 

Wooldridge 
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Montana 


Cut Bank 

Livingston 

Forsyth 

Plenty wood 

Fori Bert f on 

Rkhry 

Clus»gow 

Superior 

m 

Nebraska 

Amherst 

Norn 

Anvclmo 

North Bend 


Orchard 

Bloomfield 

Osceola 

Br.iirturd 

Oshkosh 

Unming 

Puston 

Girrotl 

Pender 

Chmtirr 

Petersburg 

IXivcn twirl 

Platte Center 

David City 

Rockville 

Dickena 

Rogers 

Fdi von 

St llcltma 

Emerson 

Schuyler 

Fairmont 

Spwirr 

Fullerton 

Stanford 

Cruintun 

Sutton 

Hayes Outer 

SwuttTnn 

Henry 

Venango 

Lyun* 

Verdon 

Magnet 

Virginia 

Meadow Grove 

Wa.o 

Milligan 

Wood Like 


Nevada 

North Las Vegas 


Winnomucui 



New Hampshire 

Claremont 


Concord 



New Jersey 

Hi-NolU 



New Mexico 

Alunmgordo 

• Grants 

Eagle Neat 



Nmv York 

Amm 

Lyndonville 

Arkport 

Mayville 

Bern us Point 

North 1 furor II 

Broctou 

Palmyra 

Chorry Valley 

Panama 

Coming 

SincUh-ville 

Dering Harbor 

Sodua Pom! 

Forest v ill* 

South Coming 

Gainesville 

Windsor 

Lindenhurst 

Wyoming 


North Carolina 

Beurgnu* 

Green* illr 

Canton 

Griffon 


Cerlhuj,** Mesfc 

Nfwi«i Grove 

El.m College Pantego 

Faith Ramscur 

Falls »on Sea grave 

Ctbsonvillc Selma 


North Dakota 


Anhui 

Mountain 

Balfour 

Mylo 

IGho 

New Rockford 

Ikrotry 

Niagara 

Bergen 

Oakes 

Brnrynu 

Palermo 

Cnyiiga 

Perth 

Da/ey 

Rosa 

Fullerton 

Steele 

Hunter 

Tolna 

Urtmore 

Woodworth 

Marion 

Wyndmem 

Mcrricoiir* 


Ohio 


Aquilla 

Marshallvlllr 

Baltic 

Metumoru 

Baltimore 

XtiddlefWW 

Bellevue 

Milford 

Berlin Height* 

Milter City 

Blancheiter 

htUJersport 

Brookside 

Mingo junction 

Bryan 

Mount Blanchanl 

Burbank 

Mutual 

Bultervllle 

New Knoxville 

Carroll 

New Madison 

Caatalia 

New Philadelphia 

Cheviot 

New Vienna 

Columbiana 

New- Weston 

Croton 

Ney 

Cygnet 

North Bend 

Dalton 

Norwalk 

Defiance 

Oak Harbor 

Delta 

Orta 

Fast Sparta 

Ottawa 

Eldorado 

Patterson 

Findlay 

Payne 

Honda 

Pleasant* ilia 

Fort Ironings 

Pro* peel 

Fort Lor amir 

Raw son 

Frankfort 

Rockford 

Garfield Heights 

Rushvdle 

Genoa 

Russia 

Cdboa 

Shadyside 

Glandorf 

Spencer 

Gloria Clans Pork 

Sugar Grove 

tlamler 

Summitville 

Haskins 

Tontagany 

Helena 

Walhridgc 

Jacksonville 

42West Salem 

Johnstown 

West Unity 

Lebanon 

Wilmington 

LmvviIM 

Woodstock 

Lodi 

Wooster 

Loudonville 

Xenia 

Lurkey 

Yorkshire 

Armstrong 

Oklahoma 

Muidruw 

BirtJtbum 

New Alluwe 

Broken Bnw 

Pocola 

Cherokee 

Sallisaw 

Cooperton 

Shady Grove 

Erin Springs 

Sparks 

Pallia 

Sugden 

Cans 

Summit 

Garvin 

Tbacken die 

Locust Grove 

Tushka 

Loveland 

Valliant 

Meeker 

Wnli-n 

Millerton 

Adrian 

Oregon 

Lakeakle 

Aurora 

Lakcvicrw 

Buruion 

Madras 

Rend 

Metotiu* 

Bums 

North B*»nd 

Canyon City 

Ontario 

CUukume 

Pendleton 

Depoe Bay 

l*hoemx 

Donuld 

Roseburg 

Dufur 

St Paul 

Granite 

Silvvrton 

Helix 

Sumpter 

Hines 

Toledo 

Hubbard 

Turner 

Independence 

Venofa 

lac k son ville 

Woodburn 

Jefferson 

thru vert own 

Pennsylvania 

Bruin 

Bloomfield 

Chic ora 

Bonneauville 

Dover 

Bnsbin 

East Butler 

Brownstown 

East Washington 


Fv ms City 

Rk bland 

HummeUtawn 

Roseto 

Lilly 

Selinsgrova 

Mount Holly Springs Somerset 

Mount Wolf 

Summerhill 

New Baltimore 

Telford 

New Ik aver 

Townv.lli? 

New Bethlehem 

Trout* ill? 

New Eagle 

Tunnelhill 

New Oxford 

Valiev lit 

New Wilmington 

Wheatland 

Picture Rocks 

Woodcock 

Pillow 

South Carolina 

Aynor 

Norris 

Bonneau 

Santee 

Conway 

Sharon 

Hone* Path 

Six Mile 

Landrum 

Smyrna 


South Dakota 

Albee 

M'mnd City 

Arlington 

O-i *d«s 

Butler 

Redfiald 

Cavour 

Rodyn 

Corsica 

Roswell 

Farmer 

Salmi 

Fieeman 

Sturgis 

liarrold 

Vila* 

Hudson 

Kodoka 

W'aroer 


Tennessee 

Ardmore 

Maryville 

Odar Mill 

Michie 

Columbia 

Millers* tile 

Cross Plains 

Portland 

Eag!« villa 

Sevterville 

Gallatin 

Townsend 

Jackson 

Lakewood 

WVil Murciand 

• 

Texas 

Aransas Pass 

Lufkin 

Athens 

Mineola 

Bishop 

Murchison 

Blossom 

Nome 

Bronson 

O'Brien 

Burke 

Pittsburg 

Coffee City 

Point Blank 

Corogun 

P»Mt 

Crystal Beach 

Sen Felipe 

Diboll 

San Patricio 

Eagle Like 

Sevdnft 

El Campo 

Seagraves 

Hale Center 

Seven Points 

Huntington 

Sllsbe# 

|«»per 

Tuscola 

lohnson Gty 

Wemaii 

Kenedy 

Wells 

KlrbytM* 

Woods die 

Livingston 

Utah 

BUndmg 

Lost 

Farr West 

Mary ovale 

Glendale 

Oakley 

llenrfer 

Soldier Summit 

Kama* 

Spring v die 

Kanab 

Vermont 

Saxtons River 

Virginia 

Belle Haven 

Floyd 

Big Stone Gap 

Hurl 

Bloxom 

Pound 

Boyce 

Rkh Creek 

Culpeper 

Stuart 
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Washington 


Langley 

Medical Lake 

1 .mvpn worth 

Mount Vernon 

l.yndcn 

South Cle Etum 

McCleary 

Wenatchee 


West Virginia 

Hath 

King wood 

Cairo 

tjron 

Chesapeake 

Montrose 

Kant Bunk 

New Haven 

Lira nor 

New Martinsville 

HuUonsville 

West Ijogan 

fane Lrw 



Wisconsin 

Alma 

Iron Bulge 

Amery 

Johnson Creek 

Arena 

Juneau 

Balaam lark* 

Kaukauna 

fhir»d«oo 

Kekoskee 

Black Creek 

Lake Mills 

bloomer 

Lancaster 

Doscobet 

Lone Rock 

Boyd 

Manawa 

Brandon 

Marion 

Cudotl 

Me! virtu 

Cascade 

Mondovl 

Gkssvitlc 

Muscod* 

Chase burg 

New Ixmdon 

Chilton 

Niagara 

Clear Lake 

Norwalk 

Clyman 

Patch Grove 

Coleman 

IVpIn 

Coon Valley 

Polosi 

Crivtti 

Prairie du Chlen 

Ik'In van 

Reeaeville 

Dodgevdir 

Ridgeway 

Doylmtown 

Scandinavia 

Fgg Harbor 

Seymour 

Fetrwalcr 

Shioclon 

Penn i more 

Slmgrr 

Fountain City 

Spurt*. 

Fox Luke 

Stockholm 

Francis Creek 

Sullivan 

Fremont 

Superior 

Cenoa 

Tontuh 

CrnnUburg 

Viola 

1 Id rl ford 

Waupaca 

Highland 

West by 

1 lillsboro 

Weyeuwega 

1 lorlonxillr 

Woodman 

Iota 

Yuba 


Wyoming 

Cokevtllr 


Part IV 



The following list contains the names 
of those small cities which met the 
minimum standards of physical and 
economic distress as of the February 13. 
19ft4 Notice but which do not meet the 
current minimum standards. The final 
date for submission of an application by 
the cities listed below is May 31.1980. 

Alabama 

Count) line Ethdsvdle 

Douglas 



Colorado 

Cheyenne Wells 

Florida 

Belt 

Tavares 


Georgia 

Garden Gty 
McIntyre 

Roy ston 


Idaho 

Dnggs 

Ferdinand 


Illinois 

Butler 

Byron 

Mount Morris 
North Fokin 

Olney 

PhilUpttown 

Sadorus 

Salem 


Indiana 

Brook villa* 

Cedar Grove 
Hagerstown 

Oolitic 

Porter 

Rockville 
Srlicrtburg 
Stiver Lake 
Mnc* 


Iowa 

Ayrshire 

Bayard 

Colfax 

Corning 

Ragle Grove 

Grand Junction 
Guthrie Center 
Hedrick 

Imogene 

Ireton 

Jolley 

Kinross 

Macksburg 

Madrid 

Mary as Hie 
Missouri Valley 
Nichols 

Oycns 

Pacific: Junction 
Searsboro 

South English 
Thurman 

Vail 

Valeria 


Kansas 

Cherokee 

Copeland 

Dighton 

Eurlfon 

Erie 

Humboldt 

Lone Elm 

Lost Springs 

Moline 

Olivet 

Pawnee Rock 

Phillipsburg 

Protection 

St John 

West Mineral 


Kentucky 

Inez 

Middletown Gty 
Strathmoor Manor 

Washington 
Whipps Mllgate 


Louisiana 

Anacoco 

Gretna 

Spnnghill 

Vida lia 

West Monroe 
Youngs viUa 


Maryland 

Bar clay 

Ccnlievdlt* 

Church 1 fill 
Fruitiand 

Luke 

Millington 

New Windsor 

Pittsvillr 

Rivertlalc 

Sharptown 

Union Bridge 

Willards 

Massachusetts 

Bovvrly 



but rut 

Newhwlen 

Nordalton 


Comm eru» 
Monrovia 


Alaska 

Ptiitintnn 
St Mary** 
Shungnak 

California 

Rto Vtstu 


Mulligan 


May bee 

Montgome 


Minnesota 

Coates 

Richmond 

Florence 

Solway 

llalma 

Toconite 

Madison lu»k< 



Mississippi 


luka 

Lake Center 


Missouri 

Foristell 

Lakeside 

1 lermann 

East Kansas Gty 

Lake Oxari 

West Line 


Montana 

Roundup 

Nebraska 

Alvo 

Huigler 

Dixon 

Newport 


Nevada 

Carim 



Cap* Muy Point 
Coiling* wood 
Dovrr 

East Rutherford 
Fiinriew 


N«w |erM»y 

Hackensack 

Pitman 

Victory Carden* 
Woodbury 


New Mexico 


femes Springs 


New York 


Avon 

Highland Falls 

Blavdetl 

Livonia 

Brewster 

Mechanicville 

Canandaigua 

M Ilford 

Candor 

Monis 

Culm 

New York Mills 

liannrmora 

Port Chester 

East Aurora 

Seneca Falls 

Endicutt 

Wumpavitle 

Fotdus 

Woodridge 


North Carolina 

Beech Mountain 

Nr w ton 


North Dakota 

Beach 

Koruna re 

Bowbells 

Mayvitie 

Crosby 

Obcron 


Ohio 

Antioch 

Nc»rth Fairfield 

Commercial Point Ostrander 

Dellroy 

Rochester 

Fairborn 

Moscow 

Shawnee Hills 


Oklahoma 

Dinger 

Fori Cold) 

Canton 

Fori Supply 

Cnpron 

Undsay 

Cheyenne 

Nkuntii Park 

Collinsville 

Perry 

Cyril 

Skiatook 

Dill Gty 

Sperry 

KakJy 

Way Tit' 

Elk City 

Fletcher 

W'oodviUc 


Oregon 

Wasco 

Penmyl vanio 

Halifax 

Morris* itle 

Gallery 

Morion 

Honesdule 

Prospect Park 

landing viltr 

Silvrrdale 

McKean 

Yeadon 


South Carolina 

Duliran 

l.yman 
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South Dakota 

D.mtr 

De.idwood 


Tennessee 

Olina 

Troy 

Parkers* Cross Ru.id* 


Texas 

Arp 

Munahnns 

Btysuo 

North Cleveland 

Byers 

Palm Valley 

Caldwell 

Rockpori 

Locator 

Scottjville 

Dovers 

Somerville 

Fursati 

Swerl water 

Haltcttsvillr 

Wollii 


Utah 

Clawson 

Vermont 

Richmond 

Vergetuies 


Virginia 

Boydton 

Williamsburg 

Middletown 
Stephens CHy 

Windcheater 


Washington 

Marysville 

Uninntown 


West Virginia 

Winfield 

Wisconsin 

Keltncrsvdle 

Wisconsin Dells 


Wyoming 

Encampment 

Part V 

The following list contains the names 
of towns and townships which meet the 
minimum standards for physical and 
economic distress and which are in 
Stales where towns and townships 
generally have powers comparable to 
the powers of municipalities. Towns and 
townships m states which are not listed 
should apply to the local HlID field 
office for assistance in determining 
whether they have appropriate powers. 

1 he towns and townships are not listed 
with places in Section 11 because their 
eligibility cities has not been fully 
determined under the criteria of 24 CFR 
5703(e). which require that they (l) have 
powers jnd perform functions 
comparable to municipalities. (2) are 
closely settled and (3) have corporation 
agreements with all incorporated places 
within their boundaries. Requests for 
waivers of the closely settled 
requirement from towns and township# 
which meet ull other requirements may 
be waived by the Secretory on a case by 
case basis. The asterisk shown in front 
of the name of some towns or townships 
indicates that those towns or townships 
contuln an incorporated place within 
their boundaries. 

Cannactkuf 

Kail Haven Town. New Haven County 
‘ Kllliugly Town. Windham County 
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Putnam Town, Windham County 
Sterling Town. Windham County 
Thompson Town. Windham County 
Winchester Town. Litchfield County 
Windham Town. Windham County 

Maine 

Abbot Town. Piscataquis County 
Addison Town. Washington County 
Albion Town. Kennebec County 
Alexander Town. Washington County 
Allagash Town. Aroostook County 
Aina Town, Lincoln County 
Amherst Town. Hancock County 
Amity Town. Aroostook County 
Andover town. Oxford County 
Anson Town, Somerset County 
Appleton Town. Knox County 
Ashland Town. Aroostook County 
Athens Town, Somerset County 
Aurora Town. Hancock County 
Avon Town. Franklin County 
Buileyvlllc Town. Washington County 
Baldwin Town. Cumberland County 
Bancroft Town, Aroostook County 
Baring Plantation. Washington County 
Beals Town. Washington County 
Beddington Town. Washington County 
Belmont Town. Waldo County 
Benedict# Town, Aroostook County 
Bethel Town. Oxford County 
Bingham Town. Somerset County 
Blaine Town. Aroostook County 
Blanchard Plantation, Piscataquis County 
Blue Hill Town, Hancock County 
Boothbay Harbor Town. Lincoln County 
Boothbay Town, Lincoln County 
Bradford Town. Penobscot County 
Hiemen Town. Lincoln County 
Bridgewater Town. Aroostook County 
Brighton Plantation. Somerset County 
Bristol Town, Lincoln County 
Bmokiin Town. Hancock County 
Brooks Town. Waldo County 
Brooksville Town, Hancock County 
Brownfield Town. Oxford County 
Brownville Town. Piscataquis County 
Buckfield Town, Oxford County 
Bucksport Town, Hancock County 
Burlington Town, Penobscot County 
Burnham Town, Waldo County 
Byron Town. Oxford County 
Cambridge Town, Somerset County 
Canaan Town, Somerset County 
Canton Town. Oxford County 
Caratunk Plantation, Somerset County 
Carmel Town. Penobscot County 
Carroll Plantation. Penobscot County 
Carthage Town. Franklin Count* 

Car> Plantation, Aroostook County 
Castle l fill Town. Aroostook County 
Caswell Plantation. Aroostook County 
Chapman Town. Aroostook County 
Charleston Town. Penobscot County 
Charlotte Town. Washington County 
Chelsea Town. Kennebec County 
Cherryfield Town. Washington County 
Chester Town. Penobscot County 
Chesterville Town. Franklin County 
Clinton Town. Kennebec County 
Codyville Plantation. Washington County 
Columbiu Falls Town. Washington County 
Columbia Town. Washington County 
Cooper Town. Washington County 
Coriima Town, Penobscot County 
Corinth Town, Prnobsf ot County 
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Cornish Town, York County 
Comville Town, Somerset County 
Cranberry Isles Town. Hancock County 
Crawford Town. Washington County 
Crystal Town. Aroostook County 
Cutler Town. Washington County 
Cyr Plantation. Aroostook County 
Dullus Plantation. Franklin County 
Darmiriscotta Town, Lincoln County 
Danforth Town, Washington County 
Deblois Town. Washington County 
Deer Isle Town. Hancock County 
Dcnnistown Plantation. Somerset County 
Dennysville Town, Washington County 
Detroit Town. Somerset County 
Dexter Town. Penobscot County 
Dixficld Town, Oxford County 
Dixmont Town. Penobscot County 
Dover Foxcroft Town. Piscataquis County 
Dresden Town. Lincoln County 
Drew Plantation. Penobscot County 
Durham Town. Androscoggin County 
Dyer Brook Town. Aroostook County 
K Plantation. Aroostook County 
F.agle Uike Town. Aroostook County 
East Muchius Town. Washington County 
Easton Town. Aroostook County 
Edgecomb Town. Lincoln County 
Edinburg Town. Penobscot County 
Embden Town. Somerset County 
Etna Town. Penobucot County 
Kustis Town. Franklin County 
Exeter Tow*n. Penobscot County 
Fairfield Town. Somerset County 
Farmington Town, Franklin County 
Fort Fairfield Town. Aroostook County 
Fort Kent Town. Aroostook County 
Frankfort Town. Waldo County 
Franklin Town, Hancock County 
Freedom Town. Waldo County 
Frenchboro Town. Hancock County 
Frenchville Town. Aroostook County 
Fryeburg Town. Oxford County 
Garfield Plantation, Aroostook County 
Gtirland Town. Penobscot County 
Georgetown Town. Sagadahoc County 
Gilead Town. Oxford County 
Gouldsboro Town. Hancock County 
Grand Lde Town. Aroostook County 
Grand Lake Stream Plunta, Washington 
County 

Great Pond Town. Hancock County 
Greene Town. Androscoggin County 
Greenfield Town. Penobscot County 
Greenville Town. Piscataquis County 
Greenwood Town. Oxford County 
Hamlin Town. Aroostook County 
Hammond Plantation. Aroostook County 
Hancock Town, Huncock County 
Hanover Town, Oxford County 
Harmony Town. Somerset County 
Harrington Town. Washington County 
Harrison Town. Cumberland County 
Hartford Town. Oxford County 
Hartland Town. Somerset County 
Haynesville Town. Aroostook County 
Hebron Town. Oxford County 
llersey Town. Aroostook County 
Highland Plantation, Somerset County 
Hiram Town. Oxford County 
llodgdon Town, Aroostook County 
Hollis Town. York County 
Hope Town. Knox County 
Houlton Town, Aroostook County 
Howland Town, Penobscot County 
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Hudson Town, Penotiscot County 
Industry Town, Franklin County 
Island Falls Town. Aroostook County 
bit* Au Haul Town. Knox County 
Islesboro Town. Waldo County 
lack man Town. Somerset County 
Jackson Town. Waldo County 
Jefferson Town, lancoln County 
Jonesboro Town Washington County 
Junesport Town. Washington County 
KcnduskengTown. Penobscot County 
Kmgfkld Town. Franklin County 
Knox Town. Waldo County 
Lagrange Town. Penobscot County 
l/rbanon Town. York County 
Lee Town, Penohscot County 
Leeds Town. Androscoggin County 
Levant Town. Penobscot County 
liberty Town, Waldo County 
Limestone Town. Aroostook County 
Limlngton Town. York County 
Lincoln Plantation. Oxford County 
Lincoln Town. Penobscot County 
Lirtcolnville Town. Waldo County 
Linnuus Town. Aroostook County 
Lisbon Town. Androscoggin County 
ljitieton Town. Aroostook County 
livermof© Full* Town. Androscoggin Count) 
livermore Town. Androscoggin County 
Lubec Town. Washington County 
l.udlow Town. Aroostook County 
Machias Town. Washington County 
Mdii hiasport Town. Washington County 
Maiwahoc Plantation. Aroostook County 
Madawaska Town. Aroostook County 
Madison Town. Somerset County 
Madrid Town. Franklin County 
Magalloway Plantation. Oxford Countv 
Maplelon Town. Aroostook County 
Murinville Town. Hancock County 
Mars Hill Town. Aroostook County 
Marsh held Town. Washington County 
Musardis Town. Aroostook County 
MaUawttmkesg Town. Penobscot County 
Mechanic Falls Town. Androscoggin County 
Meddyhemps Town. Washington County 
Medford Town. Piscataquis County 
Mercer Town. Somerset County 
Merrill Town. Aroostook County 
Mexico Town. Oxford County 
Mitbrklge Town. Washington County 
Milo Town. Piscataquis County 
Minot Town. Androscoggin County 
Monhrgan Plantation. Lincoln Count) 
Monroe Town. Waldo County 
Munson Town. Piscataquis County 
Monticello Town. Aroostook County 
Montville Town. Waldo County 
Moose River Town. Somerset Count) 

Moro Plantation. Aroostook County 
Morrill Town, Waldo County 
Moscow Town. Somerset County 
Mount Chase Plantation. Penobscot County 
Mount Vernon Town. Kennebec County 
Naples Town. Cumberland County 
Nashville Plantation. Aroostook Dainty 
New Canada Plantation. Aroostook County 
New Gloucester Town. Co min* r I a ml County 
New Limerick Town, Aroostook County 
New Portland Town. Somerset County 
New Sweden Town. Aroostook County 
New Vineyard Town. Franklin County 
Newcastle Town. Lincoln Qmnty 
Newfield Town. York Count) 

Newport Town. Penobscot County 
Noblrborough Town. Lincoln County 


Norridgewock Town. Somerset County 
Northfield Town. Washington County 
Northport Town. Waldo County 
Norway Town. Oxford County 
Oakfteld Town. Aroostook County 
Oakland Town. Kennebec County 
Old Orchard Beach Town. York County 
Orient Town. Aroostook County 
Orland Town. Hancock County 
Orono Town. Penobscot County 
Osborn Plantation. Hancock County 
Otis Town. Hancock County 
Otisfield Town. Oxford County 
Owls Head Town. Knox County 
Oxbow Plantation. Aroostook County 
Oxford Town, Oxford County 
Palermo Town. Waldo County 
Palmyra Town. Somerset County 
Paris Town. Oxford County 
Parkman Town. Piscataquis County 
ParsonsHeld Town. York County 
Patten Town. Penobscot County 
Pemlirako Town. Washington County 
Penobscot Town. Hancock County 
PerhamTown. Aroostook County 
Perry Town. Washington County 
Peru Town. Oxford County 
Phillips Town. Franklin County 
Phippsburg Town. Sagadahoc County 
Pittsfield Town, Somerset County 
Pittston Town. Kennebec County 
Plantation No. 14. Washington County 
Pleasant Ridge Plantation. Somerset County 
Ply mouth Town. Penobscot County 
Poland Town. Androscoggin County 
Portage Lake Town. Aroostook County 
Porter Town. Oxford County 
Prentiss Plantation. Penobscot County 
Princeton Town. Washington County 
Prospect Tow n. Waldo County 
Rangeley Town. Franklin County 
Reed Plantation. Aroostook County 
Richmond Town. Sagadahoc County 
Ripley Town, Somerset County 
Knbhinslon Town. Washington County 
Rome Town. Kennebec County 
Roque Bluffs Town, Washington County 
Rumford Town. Oxford County 
Sabattus Town. Androscoggin County 
Sandy River Plantation. Franklin County 
Sanford Town. York County 
Sangerville Town. Piscataquis County 
Seuremunt Tow n. Waldo County 
Sea report Town. Waldo County 
SebecTown. Piscataquis County 
Sedgwick Town. Hancock County 
Sherman Town. Aroostook County 
Skowhegun Town. Somerset County 
Smithfield Town. Somerset County 
Smyrna Town. Aroostook County 
Solon Town. Somerset County 
Somerville Town. Lincoln County 
South Bristol Town, Lincoln County 
Southport Totva. Lincoln County 
Springfield Town. Penobscot County 
St, Agatha Town. Aroostook County 
St. Albans Town. Somerset County 
St Francis Town. Aroostook County 
St. John Plantation. Aroostook County 
Stocyville Town. Penobscot County 
Starks Town. Somerset County 
Stetson Town. Penobscot County 
Steuben Town. Washington County 
Stockholm Town. Aroostook County 
Stockton Springs Town, Waldo County 
Stonrham Town. Oxford County 


Stonington Town. Hancock County 
Strong Town. Franklin County 
Sullivan Town. Hancock County 
Sumner Tow n. Oxford County 
Surry Town, Hancock County 
Swans Island Town, I (uncock County . 
Swanville Town, Waldo County 
Sweden Town. Oxford County 
Talmndge Town, Washington County 
Temple Town. Franklin County 
The Forks Plantation. Waldo County 
Thorndike Town, Waldo County 
TopsfieldTown. Washington County 
Trcmcnt Town. Hancock County 
Troy Town. Waldo County 
Turner Town. Androscoggin County 
Union Town. Knox County 
Unity Town. Waldo County 
Upton Town. Oxford County 
Van Bumf) Town. Aroostook County 
VunceboroTown, Washington County 
Vienna Town. Kennebec County 
Vinalhavcn Town. Knox County 
Wade Town. Aroostook County 
Waldo Town. Waldo County 
Waldboro Town. Lincoln County 
Wales Town. Androscoggin County 
Waltagrass Plantation. Aroostook Dainty 
Waltham Town. Hancock County 
Warren Town. Knox County 
Washburn Town, Aroostook County 
Washington Town. Knox County 
Waterford Town. Oxford County 
Webster Plantation. Penobscot County 
Weld Town. Franklin County 
Wellington Town. Piscataquis County 
Wesley* Town. Washington County 
West Forks Plantation, Somerset County 
West Paris Town. Oxford County 
Westfield Town. Aroostook County 
Westmanland Plantation. Aroostook County 
Weston Town. Aroostook County 
Westport Town. Lincoln County 
WhitcfieJd Town. Lincoln Connty 
Whiting Town. Washington County 
Whitneyville Town. Washington County 
WilimnnticTown. IHscatquis County 
Windsor Town. Kennebec County 
Winn Town. Penobscot County 
Winter Harbor Town. Hancock County 
VYinterport Town. Waldo County 
Winterville Plantation. Aroostook County 
Wisca&sct Town. Lincoln County 
Woodland Town, Aroostook County 
Woodstock Town. Oxford County 

Massachusetts 

Adams Town. Berkshire County 
Amherst Town. Hampshire County 
Ashbumham Town. Worcester Qiunty 
Athol Town. Worcester County 
Ayer Town, Middlesex County 
Bucket Town. Berkshire County 
Berkley Town. Bristol County 
Blackstonc Town. Worcester County 
Brookfield Town. Worcester County 
Buckhtnd Town. Franklin County 
Charlemont Town. Franklin County 
Charlton Town. Worcester County 
Chester Town. Hampden County 
Chesterfield Town. Hampshire County 
ClinlonTown. Worcester County 
Cummington Town. Hampshire County 
ErvingTown, Franklin County 
Fitirhaven Town. Bristol Dainty 
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Florida Town. Berkshire County 
Coy Head Town, Dukes County 
Goshen Town. Hampshire County 
Great Barrington Town, Berkshire County 
Greenfield Town, Franklin County 
Hancock Town, Berkshire County 
Hardwick Town, Worcester County 
Heath Town, Franklin County 
Hupedulc Town. Worcester County 
Hull Town. Plymouth County 
Huntington Town, Hampshire County 
Muldlefield Town. Hampshire County 
Millbury Town. Worcester County 
Millville Town. Worcester County 
Monroe Town. Franklin County 
Montague Town. Franklin County 
New Braintree Town, Worcester County 
NVw Salem Town. Franklin County 
Nurthbridge Town. Worcester County 
Norlhfield Town, Franklin County 
Orange Town. Franklin County 
Oxford Town. Worcester County 
Phdlipston Town. Worcester County 
Plainfield Town, Hampshire County 
Province town Town, Barnstable County 
Rockland Town. Plymouth County 
Rowe Town, Franklin County 
Royulston Town, Worcester County 
Salisbury Town. Essex County 
Sundisfield Town. Berkshire County 
Savoy Town. Berkshire County 
Southbridge Town. Worcester County 
Sunderland Town, Franklin County 
Truro Town. Barnstable County 
Uxbridge Town, Worcester County 
Ware Town. Hampshire County 
Warrham Town. Plymouth County 
Warwick Town. Franklin County 
Webster Town. Worcester County 
Wellftfeet Town. Barnstable County 
Wendell Town, Franklin County 
West Springfield Town, Hampden County 
Westport Town. Bristol County 
Williamsburg Town. Hampshire County 
Wtnrhendon Town. Worcester County 
Worthington Town. Hampshire County 

Michigan 

Adams Township, Arenac County 

* Adams Township. Hillsdale County 

* Adams Township, Houghton County 

* Addison Township, Oakland County 
Adrian Township, Lenawee County 

* Aetna Township, Mecosta County 
Ae tna Township. Missaukee County 

* Akron Township, Tuscola County 
Alboe Township, Saginaw County 
AUmmI Township. Montmorency County 
Albion Township, Calhoun County 
Algansoe Township. Branch County 
Allegan Township. Allegan County 
‘Allen Township. Hillsdale County 
Allendale Township. Ottawa County 
Allis Township. Presque Isle County 

* Allouez Township. Keweenaw County 
‘Aimer Township, Tuscola County 
‘Atmant Township, Lapeer County 
Alohu Township, Cheboygan County 
Amber Township. Mason County 
Amboy Township. Hillsdale County 
Anticn h Township, Wexford County 
Antrim Township, Shiawassee County 
‘Antwerp Township, Van Buren County 
A rendu Township, Gratiot County 
Arcadia Township. Lapeer County 
Arcadia Township. Manistee County 
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Arenac Township. Arenac County 
Argyle Township. Sanilac County 
Arlington Township. Van Buren County 
Arthur Township. Clare County 
Arvon Township. Baraga County 
‘Ash Township. Monroe County 
Ashland Township, Newaygo County 
‘Athens Township, Calhoun County 
Attica Township. Lapeer County 
Au Gres Township, Arenac County 
Au Sable Towmship, Roscommon County 
Au Train Township. Algor County 
Austin Township, Mecosta County 
Austin Township. Sanilac County 
Avery Township. Montmorency County 
Backus Township, Roscommon County 
Bainbridge Township, Berrien County 
B ildwin Township. Delta County 
Baltimore Township. Barry County 
Bangor Township, Van Buren County 
‘Banks Township, Antrim County 
‘Baraga Township. Baraga County 
Bark River Township. Delta County 
‘Baroda Township, Berrien County 
B.ilion Township, Newaygo County 
Batavia Township, Branch County 
Bates Township, Iron County 
Bay Do Noc Township, Delta County 
Bay Mills Township. Chippewa County 
Bay Township. Charlevoix County 
‘Bear Lake Township, Manistee County 
Beaver Creek Township, Crawford County 
Beaver Township, Newaygo County 
Beuvcrton Township, Gladwin County 
Belknap Township. Presque Isle County 
‘Bellevue Township, Eaton County 
Belvidere Township. Montcalm County 
Benona Township. Oceana County 
Bentley Township. Gladwin County 
Benton Township, Berrien County 
Benton Township. Eaton County 
‘Benzonia Township, Benzie County 
Bmgland Township, Ontonagon County 
Berlin Township, St Clair County 
‘Berrien Township. Berrien County 
Bertrand Township, Berrien County 
Bessemer Township, Gogebic County 
Bethany Township, Gratiot County 
Bethel Township. Branch County 
Big Creek Township, Oscoda County 
Big Prairie Township. Newaygo County 
Big Rapids Township, Mecosta County 
Bingham Township. Clinton County 
‘Bingham Township, Huron County 
Bismarck Township. Presque Isle County 
Blaine Township. Benzie County 
Bliss Township. Emmet County 
Bloomer Township, Montcalm County 
Bloomfield Township. Huron County 
Bloomfield Township. Missaukee County 
‘Bloomingdele Township. Van Buren County 
Blue Lake Township. Kalkaska County 
Blue Luke Townsip, Muskegon County 
Bohemia Township. Ontonagon County 
Bois Blanc Township, Mackinac County 
‘Boon Township. Wexford County 
‘Boston Township, Ionia County 
Bourrett Township, Gladwin County 
‘Boyne Valley Township. Charlevoix County 
‘Brady Township. Saginaw County 
Brampton Township, Della County 
Branch Township. Mason County 
‘Brant Township, Saginaw County 
Breen Township, Dickinson County 
Breitung Township, Dickinson County 
Brevort Township, Mackinac County 
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‘Bridgehampton Township. Sanilac County 
Bridgeton Township. Newaygo County 
Briley Township, Montmorency County 
Brockway Township. St Clair County 
Broncon Township, Brunch County 
‘Brookfield Township, Huron County 
Brooks Township. Newaygo County 
Brown Township. Mains lee County 
Bruce Township, Chippewa County 
‘Bruce Township, Macomb County 
Buchanan Township. Berrien County 
Buckeye Township, Gladwin County 
Buel Township. Sanilac County 
Buena Vista Township. Saginaw County 
‘Burdell Township, Osceola County 
Burleigh Township, Iosco County 
‘Burlington Township. Calhoun County 
‘Burlington Township, Lapeer County 
Burnside Township. Lapeer County 
‘Burr Oak Township. St Joseph County 
Burt Township. Alger County 
Burt Township, Cheboygan County 
‘Bushnell Township Montcalm County. 
Butler Township. Branch County 
Butman Township Gladwin County 
Butterfield Township. Missaukee County 
Caldwell Township. Missoukeo County 
Caledonia Township, Alcona County 
Caledonia Township, Shiawassee Comity 
California Township. Branch County 
‘Calumet Township, Houghton County 
Calvin Township. Cass County 
Cambria Tow nship. Hillsdale County 
‘Camden Township. Hillsdale County 
‘Campbell Township. Ionia County 
‘Carlton Township, Barry County 
Carp Luke Township. Emmet County 
Carrollton Township. Saginaw County, 
Casco Township. Allegan County, 

‘Case Township. Presque Isle County. 
Caseville Township, Huron County 
‘Casnovfa Township, Muskegon County, 
‘Caslleton Township. Barry County. 

‘Cato Township. Montcalm County. 

Cedar Creek Township. Wexford County, 
Ccdarville Township. Menominee County. 
Center Township, Emmet County, 
Centetville Township. Leelanau County. 
‘Central Lake Township. Antrim County. 
Champion Township. Marquette County, 
Chandler Township. Huron County, 

Chapin Township, Suginuw County. 
Charlton Tow nship, Otsego County. 

Chase Township, Lake County. 

Chassell Township. Houghton County. 
Cherry Valley Township. Lake County, 
‘Chesaning Township. Saginaw County. 
Cheshire Township, Allegun County, 
Chester Township, Eaton County, 

Chester Township. Otsego County, 

Chester Township, Ottawa County. 
Chestoniu Township. Antrim County, 

Chiktiming Township, Berrien County. 
Chippewa Township, Chippewa County. 
Chippewa Township. Mecosta County. 
Churchill Township. Ogemaw County. 

Clum Union Township. Missaukee County. 
Clarence Township. Calhoun County. 
Clarendon Township, Calhoun County, 
Clark Township. Mackinac. County. 

Clay Township. St Clair County. 

Clayton Township. Arenac; County, 
Clearwater Township. Kalkaska County. 
Clement Township. Gladwin County. 

‘Cleon Township. Manistee County. 
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CtevHund Township. Leelanau County. 
Clinton Township. Oscoda County. 

Clyde Township. Alloy an County. 

Odd water Township. Isabella County. „ 
'Colfax Township. Benzie County 
Colfax Township, Huron County. 

Colfax Township, Mecosta County. 

Colfax Township. Oceana County. 

Colfax Township. Wexford Count}'. 

Coloma Township. Berrien County. 

•Colon Township. St Joseph County. 
•Columbia Township. Tuscola County. 
'Columbia Township. Van Bun n County. 
Columbus Township. Luc* County. 

Cumins Township. Oscoda County. 

•Concord Township. Jackson County. 
•Constantine Township. St Joseph County. 
Convis Township. Calhoun County. 

Cornell Township. Della County. 

'Corwith Township. Otsego County, 

Cottrellvlilt? Township. St Clnlr County, 
(kwert Township. Van Boren County. 
Covington Township. Baraga County. 
Crockery Township. Ottawa County. 

Cross Village Township. Emmet County. 
Crystal Falls Township. Iron County. 

Crystal Lake Township. Benzie County. 

Cry stal Township. Montcalm County. 

Crystal Township. Oceana County. 

Gumming Township. Ogemaw County. 

Curtis Township. Alcona County. 

Custer Township, Antrim County, 

•Custer Township. Mason County, 

Custer Township, Sanilac County. 

U«tfter Township. Chippewa County. 
‘Daggett Township, Menominee County. 
•Dallas Township. Clinton County. 

•Dalton Township. Muskegon County. 

*Day Township. Montcalm County. 

Dayton Township. Newaygo County. 

Dayton Township, Tuscola County. 

*Dc Tour Township, Chippewa County. 
•Dcratur Township. Van Boren County, 
'Deep River Township. Arenac County. 
'DeerfieldTownship. Lenawee County. 
Deerfield Township, Livingston County. 
'Deerfield Township. Mecosta County, 
'Delaware Township. Sanilac County. 
Denver Township, Isabella County. 

'Denver Township. Newaygo County. 
Dickson Township, Manistee County. 
Douglas Township. Montcalm County. 

Dover Township. Lake County. 

'Din ^r Township. Lenawee County, 

Doyle Township. Schoolcraft County, 
Drummond Township. Chippewa County. 
Duncan Township. Houghton County. 
•Dundee Township. Monroe County, 
'Dupluin Township. Clinton County. 

'Dwight Township. Huron County, 

Eagle Harbor Township. Keweenaw County. 
Easton Township. Ionia County. 

Echo Township. Antrim County. 

Eckfcird Township. Calhoun County, 

Eden Township. I eke County, 

Eden Township. Mason County. 

Edwards Township. Ogemaw County. 

'Elba Township. Gratiot County. 

F. I bridge Township, Oceana County. 

Elk Township, l ake County. 

“Elk Township, Sanllnc County. 

Ellington Township. Tuscola County. 

Ellis Township. Cheboygan County. 

'Elis worth Township. Lake County. 

Elm River Township. Houghton County. 
Elmer Township. Oscoda County. 


Elmer Township. Sanilac County. 
'Elmwood Township. TuscoU County. 
Emerson Township, Gratiot County. 
Emmett Township. Calhoun County, 
'Emmett Township. St Clair County. 
'Empire Township. Leelanau County. 
Ensign Township. Delta County. 

Easley Township. Newaygo County, 
Enterprise Township. Missaukee County, 
Erie Township. Monroe County, 

Erwin Township, Gogebic County. 

Eureka Township. Montcnlm Ccunty, 
Evart Township. Osceola County. 

Eveline Township. Charlevoix County, 
Everett Township. Newaygo County. 
'Evergreen Township. Montcalm County. 
Evergreen Township. Sanilac County. 
Ewing Township, Marquette County. 
ExceUtor Township. Kalkaska County, 
•Exeter Township, Monroe County, 
Fubius Township, St Joseph County. 
Fairbanks Township. Delta County. 
Fairfield Township. Lenawee County. 
Fuirfield Township. Shiawassee County. 
"Fairgrove Township. Tuscola County. 
Fairhavcn Township, Huron County. 
‘Falrplain Township. Montcalm County. 
Faithom Township. Menominee County. 
Fawn River Township. St Joseph County, 
Felch Township. Dickinson County. 

Ferris Township. Montcalm County. 

Ferry Township, Oceana County. 

•Fife Lake Township. Crand Traverse 
County. 

Florence Township, St Joseph County. 
Ftowerfleld Township. St Joseph County. 
Flynn Township. Sanilac County, 

Ford River Township. Delta County, 
Forest Township. Cheboygan County. 
•Forest Township. Cenescc County, 
Forester Township. Sanilac County. 

•Fork Township. Mecosta County. 

Foster Township. Ogemaw County. 
Franklin Township, Clare County. 
Franklin Township. Houghton County. 
'Free Soil Township, Mason County, 
Freeman Township. Clare County, 
Fremont Township, Isabella County, 
Freemont Township, Saginaw County. 
Fremont Township. Sanilac County. 
•Fremont Township. Tuscola County. 
Friendship Township. Emmet County. 
Frost Township. Clare County. 

•Fulton Township, Gratiot County. 
•Caticn Township. Berrien County, 
CangesTownship, Allegan County. 
‘Gordon Township. Delta County. 
Garfield Township. Clare County. 

Curbed Township, Kalkaska County. 
Garfield Township, Mackinac County. 
Garfield Township, Newaygo County. 
Genesee Township. Genesee County. 
Genova Township. Midland County. 
Geneva Township. Van Buren County. 
Cermfask Township. Schoolcraft County. 
Gibson Township. Bay County. 

Gilead Township. Brand) County. 

Gilford Township. Tuscola County. 
•Gilmore Township. Benzie County. 
Gilmore Township. Isabella County. 
Girard Township. Branch County, 
Gladwin Township. Gladwin County. 
Golden Township. Oceana County. 

Goodar Township, Ogemaw County. 
Goodwill Township, Newaygo County. 
Gore Township. Huron County. 


Gout ley Township. Menominee County. 
Grant Township. Cheboygan County. 

Grant Township. Grand Traverse County. 
Grant Township. Huron County, 

Grant Township. Iosco County. 

Grant Township. Keweenaw County. 

Grant Township. Mason County. 

Grant Township. Mecosta County. 

Grant Township. Newaygo County. 

•Grant Township. Oceana County. 

Grant Township, St Clair County. 

Grattan Township. Kent County. 

Green Township. Alpena County. 

Green Township. Mecosta County, 
Creenbush Township. Alocma County. 
Crrrnbush Township. Clinton County. 
Creendale Township. Midland County. 
CreenIand Township. Ontonagon County. 
Greenleaf Township. Sanilac County. 
Greenwood Township. Clare County, 
Greenwood Township. Oceana Count}. 
Greenwood Township. St Clair County. 
Greenwood Township. Wexford County. 
Grim Township. Gladwin County. 

Grout Township. Gladwin County, 

•Custin Township. Alcona County. 

Hagar Township. Berrien County. 

Haight Township. Ontonagon County 
Hamilton Township. Clare County 
Hamilton Township. Gratiot County 
Hamilton Township, Van Buren County 
Hancock Township. Houghton County 
•Handy Township. Livingston County 
•Hanover Township, Wexford County 
Harris Township. Menominee County 
I lamsvillc Township, Alcona County 
Hart Township. Oceana County 
Hartford Township. Van Buren County 
I In rtwick Township. Osceola County 
Hastings Township. Barry County 
Hawes Township. Alcona County 
I lay Township, Gladwin County 
Hayes Township. Clare County 
Hunes Township. Alcona County 
Heath Township, Allegan County 
Hebron Township, Cheboygan County 
Hematite Township. Iron County 
Henderson Township. Wexford County 
Hendricks Township, Mackinac County 
Henrietta Township. Jackson County 
• Mersey Township. Oseola County 
Highlund Township, Osceola County 
I till Township. Ogemaw County 
•Hillman Township, Montmorency County 
Hinton Township, Mecosta County 
Holland Township. Missaukee County 
•Holly Township. Oakland County 
Holmes Township. Menominee County 
Holton Township. Muskegon County 
•Home Township. Montcalm County 
Home Township. Newaygo County 
•Homer Township. Calhoun County 
•Homestead Township. Benzie County 
Hope Township, Barry County 
Hope Township. Midland County 
'Hopkins Township. Allegan County 
Horton Township. Ogemaw County 
Houghton Township. Keweenaw County 
Hudson Township. Charlevoix County 
'Hudson Township. Lenawee County 
Hudson Township. Mackinac County 
llulbert Township. Chippewa County 
Humboldt Township, Marquette County 
I luron Township. Huron County 
Imlay Township. Inpeer County 
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‘Indian fu? Ms Township, Tuscola County 
Inland Township. Benzie County 
Interior Township. Ontonagon County 
Inwood Township. Schoolcraft County 
•Ionia Township, Ionia County 
Ira Township. St. Clair County 
Iron River Township, Iron County 
Ironwood Township, Gogebic County 
Mrving Township. Barry County 
Jasper Township, Midland County 
Jplfersoo Township, Cass County 
jefferson Township, Htllsdale County 
•JonesfleJd Township, Saginaw County 
Iordan Township. Antrim County 
|oyHeld Township, Benzie County 
juniata Township, Tuscola County 
Kalnmo Township, Eaton County 
•Kalkaska Township. Kalkaska County 
Kasson Township. Leelanau County 
Kawkawlin Township, Bay County 
•Kearney Township. Antrim County 
Keeler Township, Van Buren County 
Keene Township, Ionia County 
Kenockce Township. St. Clair County 
Kimball Township, St. Clair County 
'Kingston Township. Tuscola County 
Kinross Township. Chippewa County 
Klacking Township, Ogemaw County 
Koehler Township. Cheboygan County 
‘Koylton Township, Tuscola County 
Kmkow Township, Presque Isle County 
*La Grange Township, Cass County 
I-a Salle Township. Monroe County 
Lafayette Township. Gratiot County 
laird Township, Houghton County 
laike Township. Benzie County 
Lake Township, Berrien County 
Like Township. Luke County 
Like Township. Menominee County 
Lake Township. Roscommon County 
Lukeficld Township, Luce County 
Lakefield Township, Saginaw County 
Lamotte Township, Sanilac County 
‘Lanae Township. Baraga County 
'Lawrence Township. Van Buren County 
*Le Roy Township, Osceola County 
’Leavitt Township. Oceans County 
•Lebanon Township. Clinton County 
Io»e Township. Allegan County 
l*e Township, Calhoun County 
L»e Township. Midland County 
l4»elondu Township. Leelanau County 
Leighton Township. AUegan County 
‘Lenox Township. Macomb County 
Leoni Township. Jackson County 
Leonidas Township. St. Joseph County 
•Lexington Township, Sanilac County 
Liberty Township. Wexford County 
Lilley Township. Newaygo County 
Limestone Township. Alger County 
Lincoln Township. Arenac County 
Lincoln Township. Clare County 
•Lincoln Township. Huron County 
Lincoln Township. Isabella County 
Lincoln Township. Newaygo County 
Litchfield Township, Hillsdale County 
Little Traverse Township. Emmet County 
'Littlefield Township. Emmet County 
Logan Township. Mason County 
Logan Township/t)gemaw County 
Ixindon Township. Monroe County 
Long Rapids Township. Alpena County 
Loud Township. Montmorency County 
Lovells Township. Crawford County 
Lowell Township. Kent County 
Lyon Township. Roscommon County 
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"Lyon* Township. Ionia County 
'Mackinaw Township, Cheboygan County 
Macon Township. Lenawee County 
Madison Township. Lenawee County 
'Mancelona Township. Antrim County 
'Manistee Township, Manistee County 
Munistique Township. Schoolcraft County 
Manlius Township. Allegan County 
Mansfield Township. Iron County 
Maple Forest Township, Crawford County 
•Maple Grove Township. BarTy County 
'Maple Crave Township. Manistee County 
Maple Ridge Township. Delta County 
•Maple River Township. Emmet County 
Maple Valley Township, Montcalm County 
Maple Valley Township, Sanilac County 
•Marathon Township. Lapeer County 
•Marcellos Township. Cass County 
Marengo Township, Calhoun County 
Marenisco Township. Cogebic County 
Manila Township. Manistee County 
Marion Township, Charlevoix County 
‘Marion Township. Osceola County 
Marion Township, Saginaw County 
‘Marion Township. Sanilac County 
Markey Township, Roscommon County 
•Marietta Township, Sanilac County 
Marquette Township. Mackinac County 
•Martin Township. Allegan County 
Martiny Township. Mecosta County 
'Mason Township. Arenac County 
Mason Township. Cass County 
Masonvillc Township. Delta County 
'Mastodon Township. Iron County 
Matchwood Township. Ontonagon County 
Mathias Township. Alger County 
Matteson Township, Branch County 
Mayfield Township. Grand Traverse County 
•McKinley Township, Emmet County 
McKinley Township, Huron County 
’McMillan Township. Luce County 
McMillan Township. Ontonagon County 
'Meade Township. Huron County 
Meade Township. Mason County 
•Mecosta Township. Mecosta County 
Medina Township. Lenawee County 
Mellen Township, Menominee County 
Melrose Township. Charlevoix County 
•Mendon Township. St. Joseph County 
Mentor Township. Cheboygan County 
Mentor Township. Oscoda County 
Merrill Township. Newaygo County 
Merritt Township. Bay County 
Metz Township. Presque Isle County 
Meyer Township. Menominee County 
Michigamme Township. Marquette County 
Middle Branch Township, Osceola County 
Mikado Township, Alcona County 
Millbraok Township. Mecosta County 
Millen Township. Alcona County 
'Millington Township, Tuscola County 
Mills Township. Midland County 
Mills Township. Ogemaw County 
Milton Township. Antrim County 
'Minden Township. Sanilac County 
Mitchell Township. Alcona County 
Moffatt Township. Arenac County 
Moltke Township. Presque Isle County 
Monroe Township. Monroe County 
Monroe Township. Newaygo County 
Montcalm Township. Montcalm County 
Monterey Township. Allegan County 
Montmorency Township. Montmorency 
County 

Moore Township. Sanilac County 
Moorland Township. Muskegon County 
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'Morton Township. Mecosta County 
Moscow Township. Hillsdale County 
Mottvllle Township. St. Joseph County 
Mount Forest Township. Bay County 
Mount Morris Township. Genesee County 
Mueller Township, Schoolcraft County 
Mullet Township, Cheboygan County 
Munising Township, Alger County 
Munro Township. Cheboygan County 
'Mussey Township. St. Clair County 
'Nadeau Township, Menominee County 
Nahma Township. Delta County 
Napoleon Township. Jackson County 
'Nelson Township, Kent County 
Nester Township. Roscommon County 
New Haven Township. Gratiot County 
New Haven Township. Shiawassee County 
Newark Township, Gratiot County 
Newberg Township. Cass County 
•Newfield Township. Oceana County 
'Newkirk Township, Lake County 
Newton Township. Mackinac County 
Niles Township, Berrien County 
Noble Township. Branch County 
Norman Township. Manistee County 
North Allis Township. Presque Isle County 
'North Branch Township. Lapeer County 
'North PLains Township. Ionia County 
North Shade Township. Gratiot County 
North Star Township. Gratiot County 
Norvell Township, Jackson County 
Norway Township. Dickinson County 
Norwich Township. Missaukee County 
Norwich Township. Newaygo County 
Norwood Township. Charlevoix County 
Nottawa Township, Isabella County 
'Nottawa Township, St Joseph County 
Novesta Township. Tuscola County 
"Nunda Township. Cheboygan County 
Orqueoc Township. Presque Isle County 
'Odessa Township, Ionia County 
Ogden Township. Lenawee County 
Ogemaw Township. Ogemaw County 
'Oliver Township. Huron County 
'Onekama Township. Manfstee County 
Onota Township. Alger County 
'Ontonagon Township. Ontonagon County 
'Ontwa Township. Cass Cdunfy 
Orange Township. Ionia County 
Orange Township. Kalkaska County 
Orangeville Township, Barry County 
Orient Township, Osceola County 
Orleans Township, Ionia County 
•Oronoko Township. Berrien County 
Osceola Townjhip, Houghton County 
Osceola Township, Osceeoht County 
Oscoda Township. Iosco County 
Ossincke Township. Alpena County 
Otisco Township, Ionia County 
Otto Township. Oceana County 
Ovid Township. Branch County 
'Ovid Township. Clinton County 
Palmyra Township, Lenawee County 
'Paradise Township. Grand Traverse County 
Paria Township. Huron County 
Park Township, St Joseph County 
'Parma Township, Jackson County 
“Paw Paw Township. Van Buren County 
Penn Township. Cass County 
Pentland Township, Luce County 
Pickford Township. Chippewa County 
‘Pierson Township. Montcalm County 
Pinconning Township. Buy County 
Pine Grove Township. Van Buren County 
Pine River Township. Gratiot County 
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Pine Township. MonicaIm County 
Pinora Township. Lake County 
Pioneer Township. Missaukee County 
•Pipestone Township. Berrien County 
Pittsford Township. Hillsdale County 
Plainfield Township. Iosco County 
Platte Township. Benzie County 
'Pleasant Plains Township. Leelanau County 
'Pleasant Plains TWP, Lake County 
Pleasanton Township. Manistee County 
Pokugon Township. Cass County 
Polkton Township. Ottawa County 
'Port Austin Township, Huron County 
Port Huron Township, St Clair County 
Portage Township. Houghton County 
Portage Township. Mackinac County 
Porter Township, Cass County 
Porter Township, Midland County 
Portsmouth Township, Bay County 
•Posen Township. Presque Isle County 
Powell Township. Marquette County 
Prairicville Township, Barry County 
Pulaski Township. Jackson County 
Pulawski Township. Presque Isle County 
'Putnam Township. Livingston County 
•Quincy Township. Branch County 
Quincy Township. Houghton County 
Ransom Township. Hillsdale County 
•Ravenna Township. Muskegon County 
Reading Township. Hillsdale County 
Readmond Township. Emmet County 
Redding Township, Dare County 
Reeder Township. Missaukee County 
Reno Township, Iosco County 
Republic Township, Marquette County 
•Reynolds Township, Montcalm County 
Rich Township, I-opeer County 
Richland Township, Missaukee County 
Richland Township. Montcalm Counly 
•Richland Township. Ogemaw County 
Richmond Township. Marquette County 
Richmond Township, Osceola County 
•Ridgeway Township. Lenawee Counly 
Riga Township. Lenawee County 
Riverside Township. Missaukee County 
Riverlon Township. Mason County 
•Rock River Township. Alger Counly 
Rockland Township. Ontonagon County 
Rolland Township. Isahellu County 
•Rollin Township. Lenawee County 
Rome Township. Lenawee County 
Ronald Township, Ionia County 
Roscommon Township. Roscommon County 
Rose Lake Township. Osceola County 
Rose Township. Ogemaw County 
Royal Oak Township. Oakland Counly 
•Rubicon Township. Huron County 
Rudyard Township. Chippewa County 
Rush Township. Shiawassee County 
Rust Township, Montmorency County 
Sago Township. Gladwin County 
Sagola Township. Dickinson County 
Sand Beach Township. Huron County 
•Sandstone Township. Jackson County 
•Sanilac Township. Sanilac County 
Saublc Township. Lake County 
•Schoolcraft Township. Houghton County 
Sciplo Township. Hillsdale County 
Sebewa Township. Ionia County 
•Sebewaing Township. Huron County 
Selma Township. Wexford County 
Seneca Township. Lenawee County 
Seney Township. Schoolcraft County 
Seville Township, Gratiot County 
Shoron Township. Washtenaw County 
•Shelby Township. Oceana County 


Sheridan Township. Calhoun County 
Sheridan Township. Clare County 
Sheridan Township. Huron Counly 
Sheridan Township. Mason County 
Sheridan Township. Mecosta County 
Sheridan Township. Newaygo County 
Sherman Township, Gladwin County 
Sherman Township, Huron County 
Sherman Township. Isabella County 
Sherman Township, Keweenaw County 
•Sherman Township. Mason County 
Sherman Township. Newaygo County 
Sherman Township. Osceola County 
•Sherwood Township. Branch County 
•Shiawassee Township. Shiawassee County 
•Sidney Township, Montcalm County 
Sigel Township, Huron County 
Silver Creek Township, Cass County 
Skandia Township. Marquette County 
•Slagle Township. Wexford County 
Sodus Township. Berrien County 
Solon Township. Leelanau County 
Soo Township, Chippewa County 
South Arm Township. Chnrlevoix County 
South Branch Township. Crawford County 
South Haven Township. Van Burcn County 
•Spalding Tow*nship, Menominee County 
•Sparta Township, Kent County 
Spaulding Township. Saginaw County 
•Speaker Township, Sanilac County 
Spencer Township. Kent County 
Springdale Township. Manistee County 
Springfield Township. Kalkaska County 
‘Springport Township. Jackson County 
•Springville Township. Wexford County 
Spurr Towmship. Baraga County 
•St Charles Township. Saginaw County 
St James Township, Charlevoix County 
Stumbaugh Township, Iron County 
Standish Township. Arenac County 
Stannard Township, Ontonagon County 
Stanton Township. Houghton County 
Star Township. Antrim County 
Stephenson Township. Menominee County 
Stronach Towmship, Manistee County 
Sugar Island Township. Chippewa County 
Summerfield Township. Monroe County ✓ 
Summit Township, Mason County 
Sumner Township, Gratiot County 
•Sunfleld Township. Eaton County 
Superior Tow nship. Chippewa County 
Sweetwater Township. Lake County 
Sylvan Towmship. Osceola County 
Tawas Township, Iosco County 
•Tekonsha Township. Calhoun County 
Thompson Township. Schoolcraft County 
•Three Oaks Township. Berrien County 
Tompkins Township. Jackson County 
Torch Lake Township. Houghton County 
Trout Lake Township. Chippewa County 
Trowbridge Township. Allegan County 
Troy Township. Newaygo County 
Turin Township. Marquette County 
•Turner Township, Arenac County 
Tuscarora Township, Cheboygan County 
Tuscola Township. Tuscola County 
•Tyrone Township. Kent County 
Unadilla Township. Livingston County 
•Union Township. Branch County 
Valley Township. Allegan County 
Vertnontville Township. Baton County 
Vernon Township. Shiawassee County 
Verona Township. Huron County 
Victory Township. Mason County 
Vienna Township, Montmorency County 
Volinia Township. Cass County 


Wakefield Township, Gogebic County 
Wales Township, St Clair County 
Walker Township, Cheboygan County 
Walton Township. Eaton County 
Warner Township. Antrim County 
Washington Township. Gratiot County* 
•Washington Township. Sanilac County 
Waterloo Township. Jackson County 
\Vatersmeet Township. Gogebic County 
Watertown Township. Sanilac County 
Watertown Township. Tuscola County 
Watervliet Township. Berrien County 
Watson Township. Allegnn County 
Waucedah Township, Dickinson County 
Waverly Township. Cheboygan County 
Waverly Township. Vun Buren County 
Wayland Township. Allegan County 
Wayne Township. Cass County 
Weare Township, Oceana County 
•Webber Township, Lake County 
Wees aw Township, Berrien County 
•Weldon Towmship. Benzie County 
Wellington Township. Alpena County 
Wells Township, Delta County 
Wells Township, Marquette County 
Wells Township, Tuscola County 
West Branch Township. Dickinson County 
West Branch Township. Ogemaw County 
Wexford Township. Wexford County 
Wheatland Township. Hillsdale County 
Wheatland Township. Mecosta County 
Wheatland Township, Sanilac County 
'WheelerTownship. Gratiot County 
•White Pigeon Township. St Joseph County 
White River Township, Muskegon County 
Whitefish Township. Chippewa County 
Whitney Township. Arenac County 
Wilcox Township. Newaygo County 
•Witmol Township. Cheboygan County 
Wilson Township, Alpena County 
Wilson Township, Charlevoix County 
Winfield Township, Montcalm County 
•Winsor Township. Huron County 
Winterfied Township. Dare County 
Wise Township. Isabella County 
Wisner Township. Tuscola County 
Woodbridge Township. Hillsdale Counly 
•Woodland Township. Barry County 
•Woodstock Township. Lenawee County 
Worth Township. Sanilac County 
•Wright Township. Hillsdale County 
Wright Township. Ottawa County 
Yates Township. Luke County 
New Hampshire 
Acworth Town. Sullivan County 
Albany Town. Carroll County 
Alexandria Town. Grafton County 
AUtcad Town. Cheshire County 
Ashland Town. Grafton County 
Bartlett Town, Carroll County 
Bath Town, Grafton County 
Benton Town, Grafton County 
Bradford Tow n. Merrimack County 
Campion Town. Grafton County 
Canaan Town. Grafton County 
Carroll Town. Coos County 
Center Conway Town. Carroll Counly 
Center Harbor Town. Belknap County 
Chatham Town. Carroll County 
Clarksville Town. Coos County 
Colebrook Town. Coos County 
Columbia Towti. Coos County 
Dalton Town. Coos County 
Decring Town, Hillsborough County 
Dorchester Town. Grafton County 
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Dublin Town. Cheshire County 
Dummer Town. Coos County 
Durham Town, Strafford County 
Eaton Town. Carroll County 
Effingham Town. Carroll County 
Farmington Town. Strafford County 
Franconia Town, Grafton County 
Cor ham Town, Coot County 
Grafton Town, Grafton County 
Greenfield Town, Hillsborough County 
Groton Town. Grafton County 
Ifennlkcr Town, Merrimack County 
Hill Town. Merrimack County 
[efferton Town. Coos County 
Lancaster Town. Coos County 
Landaff Town. Grafton County 
Lempster Town, Sullivan County 
Lincoln Town. Grafton County 
Lisbon Town. Grafton County 
Littleton Town. Grafton County 
Lyman Town. Grafton County 
Middleton Town. Strafford County 
Milan Town. Coot County 
Nelson Town. Cheshire County 
New Hampton Town. Belknap County 
Newbury Town. Merrimack County 
Northumberland Town, Coos County 
Piermont Town. Grafton County 
Pittsburg Town. Coos County 
Plymouth Town. Grafton County 
Springfield Town. Sullivan County 
Stark Town. Coon County 
Stcwartstown Town. Coos County 
Stratford Town, Coos County 
Troy Town. Cheshire County 
Unity Town, Sullivan County 
Wakefield Town. Carroll County 
Warner Town. Merrimack County 
Warren Town. Grafton County 
Wentworth Town. Grafton County 
Whitefield Town. Coos County 
Winchester Town, Cheshire County 
Woodstock Town. Grafton County 
New Jersey 
City of Orange Township 
Commercial Township. Cumberland County 
Deerfield Township. Cumberland County 
Dennis Township, Cape May County 
Downe Township. Cumberland County 
Fairfield Township. Cumberland County 
Greenwich Township, Cumberland County 
Hillside Township. Union County 
Lakewood Township. Ocean County 
Lawrence Tow?iship. Cumberland County 
Lower Allmvnys Creek Township. Salem 
County 

Mannington Township, Safem County 
Maurice River Township, Cumberland 
County 

Middle Township, Cape May County 
Montclau Township. Fswn County 
Mount Holly Township. Burlington County 
Mullica Township, Atlantic County 
Neptune Township. Monmouth County 
New Hanover Township, Burlington County 
North Bergen Township. Hudson County 
Oldmans Township. Saturn County 
Oxford Township. Warren County 
Pih'sgrove Township. Salem County 
Pitlsgrove Township. Salem County 
Plumsted Township, Ocean County 
Pohatrong Township. W'arren County 
Riverside Township. Burlington County 
Shrewsbury Township, Monmouth County 
Stow Creek Township. Cumberland County 
Upper Deerfield Township. Cumberland 
County 


Washington Township, Burlington County 
Weehawken Township. Hudson County 
Woolwich Township. Gloucester County 

New York 

•Adams Town. Jefferson County 
•Addison Town. Steuben County 
•Afton Town, Chenango County 
Alabama Town. Genesee County 
‘Albion Town. Orleans County 
•Albion Town. Oswego County 

• Alden Town. Erie County 
•Alexander Town. Genesee County 

* Alexandria Town, Jefferson County 
’Alfred Town. Allegany County 
•Allegany Town. Cattaraugus County 
Allen Town. Allegany County 
Alma Town. Allegany County 
•Altamont Town. Franklin County 
Altona Town. Clinton County 
Amenta Town, Dutchess County 
‘Amity Town. Allegany County 

* Amsterdam Town. Montgomery County 
Ancram Town. Columbia County 
‘Andes Town. Delaware County 
’Andover Town. Allegany County 
’Angelica Town, Allegany County 
Annsville Town, Oneida County 
’Antwerp Town. Jefferson County 
’Arcadia Town. Wayne County 
•Argyle Town. Washington County 
Arietta Town. Hamilton County 
Arkwright Town, Chautauqua County 
Ashford Town. Cattaraugus County 
’Ashland Town, Chemung County 
Ashland Town. Greene County 
•Athens Town. Greene County 
•Attica Town, Wyoming County 

• Au Sable, Clinton County 
•Augusta Town, Oneida County 
’Aurelius Town, Cayuga County 
•Aurora Town, Erie County 
Ava Town, Oneida County 
•Avoca Town, Steuben County 
•Avon Town. Livingston County 
’Bainbridge Town, Chenango County 
Baldwin Town. Chemung County 
Bangor Town, Franklin County 
Barra Town. Orleans County 
Barrington Town, Yates County 
•Barton Town. Tioga County 
Batavia Town. Genesee County 
‘Bath Town, Sfetiben County 
Beekmantown Town. Clinton County 
Belfast Town. Allegany County 
Beilmont Town. Franklin County 
Benson Town. Hamilton County 
’Benton Town, Yates County 
Berlin Town, Rensselaer County 
Bethany Town, Genesee County 

But hid Town. Sullivan County 
Birds.il! Town. Allegany County 
Black Brook Town. Clinton County 
Bleecker Town, Fulton County 
Blenheim Town. Schoharie County 
’Bolivar Town, Allegany County 
Bolton Town. Warren County 
Bombay Town. Franklin County 
’ Boon v tile Town. Oneida County 
Bovina Town. Delaware County 
Boylston Town. Oswego County 
Bradford Town. Steuben County 
Brandon Town. Franklin County 
’Brant Town. Erie County 
Brasher Town. St Lawrence County 
•Bridgewater Town. Oneida County 
Brighton Town. Franklin County 


Broadolbin Town, Fulton County 
Brookfield Town. Madison County 
•Brownviile Town. Jefferson County 
‘Brutus Town. Cayuga County 
•Burke Town. Franklin County 
Burlington Town. Otsego County 
•Bums Town. Allegany County 
•Butler Town. Wayne County 
Cairo Town. Greene County 
*Ca!licoon Town. Sullivan County 
•Cambridge Town. Washington County 
•Camden Town. Oneida County 
Cameron Town. Steuben County 
Campbell Town. Steuben County 
•Cana)ohar!e Town. Montgomery County 
•Candor Town. Tioga County 
Cuneadea Town. Allegany County 
’Canisteo Town. Steuben County 
•Canton Town, St Lawrence County 
’Cape Vincent Town. Jefferson County 
Carlton Town. Orleans County 
Curoga Town. Fulton County 
Caroline Town. Tompkins County 
•Carrollton Town, Cattaraugus County 
•Castile Town. Wyoming County 
•Catharine Town. Schuyler County 
Cailin Town, Chemung County 
*Cato Town. Cayuga County 
Caton Town. Steuben County 
•Catskill Town, Greene County 
Cayuta Town. Schuyler County 
Centerville Town, Allegany County 
•Champion Town. Jefferson County 
•Champlain Town, Clinton County 
Charleston Town, Montgomery County 
•Charlotte Town. Chautauqua County 
’Chateaugay Town. Franklin County 
’Chautauqua Town. Chautauqua County 
Chazy Town. Clinton County 
Chemung Town. Chemung County 
•Cherry Creek Town. Chautauqua County 
’Cherry Valley Town. Otsego County 
Chester Town. Warren County 
‘Chesterfield Town. Essex County 
Cincinnatus Town. Cortland County 
Clare Town. St Lawrence County 
•Claverack Town, Columbia County 
’Clayton Town, Jefferson County 
Clifton Town, St Lawrence County 
Clinton Town. Clinton County 
ClymerTown. Chautauqua County 
’Cobleskill Town, Schoharie County 
•Cohocton Town. Steuben County 
Colchester Town. Delaware County 
Cold Spring Township. Cattaraugus County 
Colden Town. Erie County 
’Collins Town, Erie County 
Colton Town, St Lawrence County 
Columbia Town. Herkimer County 
Columbus Town. Chenango County 
’Concord Town. Erie County 
Cortesville 1 own. Schoharie County 
’Conewungo Town. Cattaraugus County 
Conquest Town. Cayuga County 
Constable Town. Franklin County 
Gopake Town, Columbia County 
•Corinth Town, Saratoga County 
‘Corning Town. Steuben County 
’Cortlandville Town. Cortland County 
Coventry Town. Chenango County 
•Covert Town, Smses County 
Covington Town. Wyoming County 
•Coxsackie Town, Greene County 
’Croghun Town. Lewis County 
Crown Point Town. Essex County 
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Cuyler Town, Cortland County 
'Danncmora Town, Clinton County 
Da ns vi He Town. Steuben County 
Danube Town. Herkimer County 
Darien Town. Genesee County 
Day Town. Saratoga County 
'Dayton Town, Cattaraugus County 
MX* Kalb Town. St Lawrence County 
De Peyster Town. St Lawrence County 
Decatur Town. Otsego County 
Deerpark Town. Orange County 
Delaware Town, Sullivan County 
'Delhi Town, Delaware County 
'Denmark Town. Lewis County 
Denning Town, Ulster County 
'Diana Town. Lewis County 
Dickinson Town, Franklin County 
'Dix Town, Schuyler County 
Dover Town. Dutchess County 
Dresden Town, Washington County 
Dunkirk Town. Chautauqua County 
Durham Town. Greene County 
Eagle Town. Wyoming County 
East Otto Town. Cattaraugus County 
'Easton Town, Washington County 
'Euton Town. Madison County 
Eden Town, Erie County 
Edinburg Town. Saratoga County 
EdmesUin Town. Otsego County 
'Edwards Town. St Law*rence County 
'Elba Town. Genesee County 
Elizabethtown Town. Essex County 
Eilenburg Town. Clinton County 
'Ellery Town. Chautauqua Count) 

' Ell Icottville Town. Chattaraugus 
Ellington Town. Chautauqua County 
'EllisburgTown. Jefferson County 
Enfield Town, Tomplins County 
Ephratah Town, Fulton County 
Erin Town. Chemung County 
Esopus Town. Ulster County 
Essex Town, Essex County 
'Evans Town. Erie County 
Exeter Town. Otsego County 
'Fairfield Town. Herkimer County 
'Fallsburg Town. Sullivan County 
Farmersville Town, Cattaraugus County 
Fenner Town, Madison County 
Pine Town, St Lawrence County 
Florence Town, Oneida County 
Fort Covington Town, Franklin County 
'Fort Edward Tow n. Washington County 
Fowler Town, St Lawrence County 
'Frankfort Town. Herkimer County 
'Franklin Town, Delaware County 
Franklin Town. Franklin County 
'Franklinville Town. Cattaraugus County 
Freedom Town. Cattaraugus County 
Freetown Town. Cortland County 
Fremont Town. Steuben County 
Fremont Town. Sullivan County 
French Creek Town. Chautauqua County 
Friendship Town. Allegany County 
Fulton Town. Schoharie County 
'Caines Town, Orleans County 
'Gainesville Town. Wyoming County 
'Galen Town. Wayne County 
Genesee Falls Town, Wyoming County 
Genesee Town, Allegany County 
'Ceneseo Town, Livingston County 
Genoa Town. Cayuga County 
Georgetown Town. Madison County 
'German Flatts Town, Herkimer County 
German Town, Chenango County 
'Gerry Town. Chautauqua County 
Gilboa Town. Schoharie County 


'Clen Town. Montgomery County 
'GouvemeurTown. St Lawrence County 
Granger Town. Allegany County 
'Granville Town. Washington County 
Great Valley Town. Cattaraugus County 
'Green Island Town, Albany County 
'Greene Town, Chenango County 
Creenfteld Town, Saratoga County 
Greenville Town, Greene County 
'Greenwich Town, Washington County 
Greenwood Town. Steuben County 
Creig Town. Lewis County 
Grove Town. Allegany County 
Groveltind Town. Livingston County 
Guilford Towm, Chenango County 
Hadley Town. Saratoga County 
Hague Town. Warren County 
Halcott Town. Greene County 
Hamden Town. Delaware County 
'Hamilton Town. Madison County 
'Hammond Town, St Lawrence County 
'Hancock Town. Delaware County 
'Hannibal Town. Oswego County 
'Hanover Town. Chautauqua County 
llardenbergh Town. Ulster County 
f larford Town. Cortland County 
'Harmony Town. Chautauqua County 
'llarpersfield Town. Delaware County 
'Harrictstown Town, Franklin County 
Harrisburg Town. Lewis County 
Hartford Town. Washington County 
'Hartland Town. Niagara County 
Iiart8vi!lc Town. Steuben County 
Ifartwick Town. Otsego County 
Hebron Town. Washington County 
'Hector Town. Schuyler County 
Henderson Town. Jefferson County 
'Herkimer Town. Herkimer County 
'Hermon Town. St tawrence County 
Highland Town. Sullivan County 
Hillsdale Town, Columbia County 
Hinsdale Town, Cattaraugus County 
l lollnnd Town. Erie County 
'Homer Town. Corlland County 
'Hoosick Town. Rensselaer County 
Hope Town. Hamilton County 
Hopkinton Town. St Lawrence County 
Horicon Town. Warren County 
Hornby Town. Steuben County 
'Homells Ville Town. Steuben County 
'llorsehends Town, Chemung County 
'Hounsfield Town. Jefferson County 
Howard Tow n. Steuben County 
'Hume Town, Allegany County 
Humphrey Town. Cattaraugus County 
'Hunter Town. Greene County 
Huron Town, Wayne County 
Independence Town. Allegany County 
Indian Luke Town. Hamilton County 
*Ira Town. Cayuga County 
Ischua Town. Cattaraugus County 
Italy Town, Yates County 
fasper Town. Steuben County 
Java Town. Wyoming County 
jay Town. Essex County 
jefferson Town. Schoharie County 
'Jerusalem Town. Yates County 
|ewett Town. Greene County 
johnsburg Town, Warren County 
junius Town. Seneca County 
Keene Town. Essex County 
•Kingsbury Town. Washington County 
Kortright Town. Delaware County 
'Lake George Town. Warren County 
Lake Luzerne Town, Warren County 
'l.ake Pleasant Town. Hamilton County 


'Lancaster Town. Erie County 
Lapeer Town, Cortland County 
l^iwrence Town, St Lawrence County 
*Le Ray Town, Jefferson County 
*Le Roy Town. Genessee County 
Lebanon Town. Madison County 
'Ledyard Town. Cayuga County 
*l,ei>ox Town. Madison County 
Leon Town. Cattaraugus County 
Lewis Town. Essex County 
Lewis Town. Lewis County 
Lexington Town. Green County 
'Leyden Town, Lewis County 
'Liberty Town. Sullivan County 
LIncklaen Town. Chenango County 
Lindlcy Town. Steuben County 
Lisbon Town. St Lawrence County 
•Lisle Town. Broome County 
Litchfield Town. Herkimer County 
Little Falls Town, Herkimer County 
'Little Valley Town. Cattaraugus County 
l.ncke Town, Cayuga County 
'Lodi Town. Seneca County 
Long Lake Town. Hamilton County 
Lorraine Town. Jefferson County 
'Lowville Town, Lewis County 
'Lyme Town. Jefferson County 
Lyndon Town. Cattaraugus County 
'Lyons Town, Wayne County 
'Lyonsdale Town. Lewis County 
Maehias Town, Cattaraugus County 
Macomb Town. St Lawrence County 
'Madison Town. Madison County 
Madrid Town. St Lawrence County 
•Malone Town. Franklin County 
•Mamakuting Town. Sullivan County 
'Manheim Town, Herkimer County 
Mansfield Town. Cattaraugus County 
'Marathon Town. Cortland County 
Martinsburg Town. Lewis County 
*Mar)land Town. Otsego County 
Masonville Town. Delaware County 
'Mussina Town, St Lawrence County 
•Mayfield Town. Fullton County 
McDonough Town, Chenango County 
'MentzTown. Cayuga County 
Meredith Town. Delaware County 
'Mexico Town. Oswego County 
'Middlcbury Town. Wyoming County 
'Middleton Town. Delaware County 
'Milford Town. Otsego Count>» 

'Milo Town. Yates County 
Mina Town. Chautauqua County 
'Minden Town. Montgomery County 
Minerv a Town. Essex County 
'Mohawk Town, Montgomery County 
'Moira Town. Frankin County 
Montague Town. Lewis County 
Montezuma Town. Cayuca County 
•Montour Town, Schuyler County 
•Mooers Town. Clinton County 
'Moravia Town. Cayuga County 
Morehouse Town, f lamilton County 
'Moriah Town. Essex County 
'Morristown Town. St Lawrence County 
'Mount Morris Town. Livingston County 
'Murray Town. Oloans County 
Napoli Town. Cattaraugus County 
'New Albion Town. Cattaraugus County 
New Baltimore Town. Greene County 
'New Berlin Town. Chenango County 
'New Brehem Town. Lewis County 
New Lisbon Town, Otsego County 
'New Paltz Town. Ulster County 
Newcomb Town. Essex County 
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Newfnne Town. Niagara County 
‘Newport Town. Heriumw County 
•N«*wstead Town. Eric County 
Niles Town, Caeugu County 
‘Norfolk Town. St Luwrencc County 
‘North Collins Town. Erie County 
‘North D.insvilie Town, Livingston County 
‘North East Town, Dutchess County 
‘North Elba Town, Essex County 
North Harmony Town. Chautauqua County 
North Hudson Town. Essex County 
North Norwich Town. Chenango County 
‘Northampton Town, Fulton County 
Norway Town. Herkimer County 
Norwich Town. Chenango County 
‘Oakfield Town. Genesee County 
Ohio Town. Herkimer County 
Olcan Town. Cattaraugus County 
‘Oppenheim Town. Fulton County 
Orange Town. Schuyler County 
Orangeville Town. Wyoming County 
Orleans Town, Jefferson County 
Orwell Town. Oswego County 
Osceola Town, Lewis County 
‘Oswegatchic Town, St Lawrence County 
Ot&elic. Town, Chenango County 
Otto Town, Cattaraugus County 
‘Ovid Town, Seneca County 
Owasco Town, Cayuga County 
‘Oxford Town. Chenango County 
'Palatine Town, Montgomery County 
•Pamolia Town. Jefferson County 
‘Paris Town. Oneida County 
Puhshville Town, St Lawrence County 
Pavilion Town, Genesee County 
‘Pembroke Town, Genesee County 
'Perry Town. Wyoming County 
Terryburg Town, Cattaraugus County 
'Persia Town. Cattaraugus County 
Peru Town. Clinton County 
Pharsala Town. Chenango County 
‘Phelps Town, Ontario County 
‘Philadelphia Town. Jefferson County 
Piercefield Town. St Law rence County 
IVrrepunt Town. St Lawrence County 
*Pike Town, Wyoming County 
Pinckney Town. Lewis County 
Pitcairn Town. St Lawrence County 
Pitcher Town. Chenango County 
Pittsfield Town. Otsego County 
Plainfield Town, Otsego County 
Plattsburgh 1‘own. Clinton County 
Plymouth Town. Chenango County 
Poland Town. Chautauqua County 
Pomfrel Town. Chautauqua County 
Portage Town. Livingston County 
'Portland Town. Chautauqua County 
'Portvillr Town. Cattaraugus County 
•PoKduin Town, Si Lawrencr County 
’Plotter Town. Yules County 
Pruttshurg Town. Steuben County 
IhutUville Town. Greene County 
Preble Town. Cortland County 
Preston Town, Chenango County 
Providence Town, Saratoga County 
Pulteney Town, Steuben County 
Putnam Towm, Washington County 
'Randolph Town, Cattaraugus County 
Kathbonc Town. Steuben County 
•Reading Town. Schuyler County 
Red House Towm. Cattaraugus County 
Redfield Town. Oswego County 
Kenssclucmllc Town, Albany County 
'Richfield Town. Otsego County 
Richford Town, Tioga County 
•Richland Town. Oswego County 


•Richmondvillt* Town. Schoharie County 
•Ridgeway Town, Orleans County 
Ripley Town. Chautuuqua County 
Rochester Town. Ulster County 
Rockland Town. Sullivan County 
Rodman Town, Jefferson County 
Root Town, Montgomery County 
Rose Town, Wayne County 
Roseboom Town. Otsego County 
Rossie Town. St Lawrence County 
Roxbury Town, Delaware County 
•Royulton Town, Niagara County 
Ru&hford Town. Allegany County 
Russell Town. St Lawrence County 
•Russia Town, Herkimer County 
•Rutland Town, Jefferson County 
Salamanca Town, Cattaraugus County 
•Salem Town. Washington County 
Salisbury Town, Herkimer County 
•Sandy Creek Town. Oswego County 
•Sanford Town. Broome County 
•Sangcrfield Town. Oneida County 
‘Saranac Town. Clinton County 
Sardinia Town. Erie County 
Savannah Town, Wayne County 
'Schodack Town. Rensselaer (kninty 
•Schoharie Town, Schoharie County 
Schroon Town, Essex County 
Schuyler Falls Town. Clinton County 
Schuyler Town. Herkimer County 
Sclpin Town. Cayuga County 
Scott Town. Cortland County 
Sempronius Town. Cayuga County 
‘Seneca Falls Town. Seneca County 
Sennett Town, Cayuga County 
Seward Town, Schoharie County 
•Shandaken Town. Ulster County 
'Sharon Town, Schoharie County 
Shawungunk Town, Ulster County 
•Shelby Town. Orleans County 
’Sherburne Town. Chenango County 
Sheridan Town. Chautauqua County 
•Sherman Town. Chautauqua County 
•Sidney Town. Delaware County 
Smithfield Town. Madison County 
Smithville Town, Chenango County 
•Smyrna Town. Chenango County 
‘Sodas Town. Wayne County 
Solon Town, Cortland County 
•Somerset Town, Niagara County 
South Valley Town, Cattaraugus County 
Southport Town. Chemung County 
Springfield Town, Otsego County 
•Springport Town. Cayuga County 
*St. Armund Town, Essex County 
# St. Johnsville Town. Montgomery County 
Stafford Town. Genesee County 
‘Stamford Town, Delaware County 
Stark Town. Herkimer County 
•Starkey Town. Yates County 
Stephen town Town Rensselaer County 
‘Sterling Town. Cayuga County 
Steuben Town, Oneida County 
* Stoed;bridge Tow n. Madison County 
Stockholm Town. St. tawraice County 
‘Stockton Town. Chautauqua County 
Stony Creak Town. Warren County 
Stratford Town. Fulton County 
Summerhill Town. Cayuga County 
Summit Town. Schoharie Count) 

•Sweden Town, Monroe County 
Tughkanic Town. Columbia County 
Taylor Town. Cortland County 
*Thorrsa Town. Jefferson County 
•Thompson Town. Sullivan County 
Throop Town. Cayuga County 


Ihurmnn Town. Warren County 
Thurston Town. Steuben County 
•Ticonderoga Town, Essex County 
Troupsburg Town. Steuben County 
Tmxton Town. Cortland County 
‘Turin Town. Lewis County 
Tuscarora Town, Steuben County 
Ty rone Town, Schuyler County 
•Urbann Town, Steuben County 
•Van Ktten Town. Chemung County 
Venice Town, Cayuga County 
•Veteran Town. Chemung County 
Victory Town, Cayuga County 
•Vienna Town. Oneida County 
Villenva Town. Chautauqua County 
Virgil Town, Cortland County 
•Waddington Town, St. Lawrence County 
‘Walton Town, Delaware County 
Warren Tow n. Herkimer County 
Warrensbiirg Town. Warren County 
•Warsaw Town, Wyoming County 
‘Waterloo Town. Seneca County 
Watertown Town. Jefferson County 
Watson Town, Lewis County 
Waverly Town, Frnnklin County 

• Wawarsing Town. Ulster County 

• Wuyland Town, Steuben County 
Wayne Town, Steuben County 
Webb Town. Herkimer County 
Wells Town. Hamilton County 

• Wellsville Town. Allegany County 
West Almond Town, Alleguny County 
West Sparta Town, Livingston County 
•West Turin Town. Lewis County 
West Union Town. Steuben County 

W estern Town. Oneida County 
•Westfield Town, Choutauqua County 
West/ord Town. Otsego County 
‘Westport Town, Essex County 
Weitvilie Town, Franklin County 
Wethersfield Town. Wyoming County 
Wheutficld Town. Niagara County 
Wheeler Town. Steuben County 
‘Whitehall Town. Washington County 
Willet Town. Cortland County 
Williamstown Town, Oswego County 
Willing Town. Allegany County 
WillsbofO Towm. Essex County 
Wilmington Town, Essex County 
•Wilna To%vn, Jefferson County 
‘Wilson Town. Niagara County 
Windham Town, Greene County 
‘Winfield Town, Herkimer County 
•Wirt Town. Allegany County 
‘Wolcott Town. Wayne County 
‘Woodhull Town. Steuben County 
Worcester Town. Otsego County 
Worth Town. Jefferson County 
•Yates Town. Orleans County 
‘Yorkshire Town, Cattaraugus County 

Pennsylvania 

Abbot Township. Potter County 
Adams Township. Cambria County 
Adams Township. Snyder County 
Addison Township. Somerset County 
Albany Township. Bradford County 
Aleppo Township. Greene County 
Allegany Township, Potter County 
Allegheny Township, Butler County 
Allegheny Township. Cumbria County 
Allegheny Township, Somerset County 
Allegheny Township. Venango County 
Allison Township. Clinton County 
Amity Township. Erie County 
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Amwell Township. Washington County 
Annin Township, McKean County 
Annvilie Township, Lebanon County 
Anthony Township. Lycoming County 
Antis Township. Blair County 
Apolacon Township. Susquehanna County 
Ararat Township. Susquehanna County 
Armagh Township. Mifflin County 
Armenia Township. Bradford County 
Armstrong Township. Lycoming County 
Asylum Township. Bradford County 
Athens Township. Bradford County 
Athens Township, Crawford County 
Auburn Township, Susquehanna County 
Ayr Township. Fulton County 
Banks Township, Curbon County 
Ranks Township. Indiana County 
Burnett Township, Forest County 
Barnett Township, Jefferson County 
Burr Township, Cambria County 
Barree Township. Huntingdon County 
Burry Township, Schuylkill County 
Bart Township. Lancaster County 
Bustross Township. Lycoming County 
Beale Township. Juniata County 
Beaver Township. Clarion County 
Beaver Township. Columbia County 
Beaver Township. Crawford County 
Beaver Township, Jefferson County 
Beaver Township, Snyder County 
Beccaria Township. Clearfield County 
Bedford Township. Bedford County 
Beech Creek Township. Clinton County 
Belfast Township, Fulton County 
Bell Township. Clearfield County 
Bell Township. Jefferson County 
Bell Township. Westmoreland County 
Benezette Township. FJk County 
Benton Township. Columbia County 
Benton Township. Lackawanna County 
Berlin Township. Wayne County 
Bethel Township. Armstrong County 
Bethel Township. Fulton County 
Bethel Township. Lebanon County 
Bigler Township. Clearfield County 
Bingham Township. Potter County 
Black Creek Township. Luzerne County 
Black Lick Township. Indiana County 
Bluck Tow nship. Somerset County 
BlacMtck Township. Cambria County 
Blaine Township. Washington County 
Blair Township, Blair County 
Bloom Township. Clearfield County 
Bloomfield Township. Bedford County 
Bloomfield Township. Crawford County 
Bloss Township. Tioga County 
Blythe Township. Schuylkill County 
Boggs Township. Armstrong County 
Boggs Township. Centre County 
Boggs Township. Clearfield County 
Bradford Township. Clearfield County 
Bradford Township. McKean County 
Brady Township. Butler County 
Brady Township. Clearfield County 
Brady Township, lluningdon County 
Brady Township. Lycoming County 
Bradys Bond Towmship, Armstrong County 
Bruintrim Township. Wyoming County 
Brunch Township. Schuylkill County 
Bratton Township. Mifflin County 
Brecknock Township. Lancaster County 
Broad Top Township. Bedford County 
Brokenstraiv Township. Warren County 
Brookfield Township. Tioga County 
Brooklyn Township. Susquehanna County 
Brothersvalley Township. Somerset County 


Brown Township, Lycoming County 
Brown Township. Mifflin County 
Brownsville Township. Fayette County 
Brush Creek Township. Fulton County 
Brush Valley Township, Indiana County 
Buck Township. Luzerne County 
Buckingham Township. Wayne County 
Buffalo Township. Union County 
Buffington Township. Indiana County 
Bullskin Township. Fayette County 
Burlington Township. Bradford County 
Burnside Township. Centre County 
Burnside Township. Clearfield County 
Burrell Township. Armstrong County 
Burrell Township. Indiana County 
Butler Township. Adams County 
Butler Township. Luzerne County 
Butler Township. Schuylkill County 
Cadogun Township. Armstrong County 
Cambria Township. Cambria County 
Cambridge Township. Crawford County 
Canaan Township. Wayne County 
Canoe Township. Indiana County 
Canton Township. Bradford County 
Canton Township. Washington County 
Carbon Township. Huntingdon County 
Curbondatc Township. Lackawanna County 
Casade Township. Lycoming County 
Cass Township. Huntingdon County 
Cuss Township, Schuylkill County 
Castanea Township. Clinton County 
Cataw'issa Township. Columbia County 
Catharine Township. Blair County 
Center Township. Greene County 
Center Township. Indiana County 
Center Township. Snyder County 
Ceres Township. McKean County 
Chanceford Township, York County 
Chapman Township. Clinton County 
Chapman Township, Snyder County 
Charleston Township. Tioga County 
Chatham Township. Tioga County 
Cherry Crave Township. Warren County 
Cherry Township. Sullivan County 
Cherryhill Township. Indiana County 
Cherrytree Township. Venango County 
Chest Township. Cambria County 
Chest Township. Clearfield County 
Clara Township, Potter County 
Clarion Township. Clarion County 
Clay Township. Butler County 
Clay Township, Huntingdon County 
Clearfield Township. Butler County 
Clearfield Township, Cambria County 
Cleveland Township. Columbia County 
Clinton Township. Lycoming County 
Clinton Township. Wyoming County 
Clover Township. Jefferson County 
Clymer Township. Tioga County 
Coal Township. Northumberland County 
Cogan House Township, Lycoming County 
Colebrook Township. Clinton County 
Colerain Township. Bedford County 
Colernin Township, Lancaster County 
Colley Township. Sullivan County 
Columbia Township. Bradford County 
Concord Township. Butler County 
Concord Township. Erie County 
Conemaugh Township. Cambria County 
Conemaugh Township. Indiana County 
Conemaugh Township. Somerset County 
Concwago Township, Adams County 
Conewago Township. York County 
Conewungo Township. Warren County 
Conneaut Township. Crawford County 
Conneaut Township. Erie County 


Conyngham Township. Columbia County 
Conyngham Township. Luzerne County 
Cool bo ugh Township. Monroe County 
Cooispring Township. Mercer County 
Cooper Township. Clearfield County 
Corydon Township, McKean County 
Covington Township. Clearfield County 
Covington Township. Lacka wsnnn County 
Covington Township, Tioga County 
Cowanshannock Township. Armstrofig 
County 

Crcsson Township. Cambria County 
Cromwell Township. Huntingdon County 
Croyle Township, Cambria County 
Cumberland Township. Greene County 
Cumberland Valley Township. Bedford 
County 

Cummings Township. Lycoming County 
Curtin Township. Centre County 
Cussewago Township. Crawford County 
Damascus Township. Wayne County 
Darlington Township. Beaver County 
Davidson Township. Sullivan County 
Dean Township. Cambria County 
Decatur Township. Mifflin County 
Deer Creek Township. Mercer County 
Deerfield Township. Tioga County 
Deerfield Township. Warren County 
Delano Township. Schuylkill County 
Delaware Township. Juniata County 
Delaware Township, Mercer County 
Delaware Township, Norihumberl.mil County 
Delmar Township. Tioga County 
Derry Township. Mifflin County 
Derry Township. Montour County 
Derry Township. Westmoreland County 
Dimock Towmship. Susquehanna County 
Donegal Township. Butler County 
Donegal Township, Washington County 
Donegal Township. Westmoreland County 
Dorr once Township. Luzerne County 
Drvher Township. Wayne County 
Dublin Township, Fulton County 
Dublin Township. Huntingdon County 
Dunbar Township, Fayette County 
Duncan Township. Tioga County 
Dunkard Township. Greene County 
Dunnstuble Township. Clinton County 
Dyberry Township. Wayne County 
Earl Township. Lancaster County 
East Bethlehem Township. Washington 
County 

East Cameron Township. Northumberland 
County 

East Carroll Township. Cumbria County 
East Chillisquaque Township. 

Northumberland County 
East Deer Township. Allegheny County 
East Fairfield Township. Crawford County 
East Fallowfield Township. Crawford County 
East Finley Township. Washington County 
East Franklin Towmhlp. Armstrong County 
East Hanover Township. Lebanon County 
East Hopewell Township. York County 
East Huntingdon Township, Westmoreland 
County 

East Mahoning Township.-lndiuna County 
East Manchester Township. York County 
East Mead Township. Crawford County 
East Norwegian Township. Schuylkill County 
East Nottingham Township. Chester County 
East Penn Township. Carbon County 
East Providence Township. Bedford County 
East St. Clair Township. Bedford County 
East Taylor Township. Cambria County 
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Eirst Union Township. Schuylkill County 
East Vincent Township. Chester County 
East Wheal field Townahtp. Indiana County 
Eden Township. Lancaster County 
Elder Township, Cambria County 
Fldred Township, Jefferson County* 

Eldred Township. McKean County 
Eldred Township, Monroe County 
Eldred Township. Schuylkill County 
Eldred Township, Warren County 
Elk Creek Township. Eric County 
Elk Lick Township. Somerset County 
Elk Township. Clarion County 
Elk Township. Tioga County 
Eikland Township. Sullivan County 
Elkland Township, Tioga County 
E*cter Township. Wyoming County 
Fairfield Township, Crawford County 
Fairfield Township. Westmoreland County 
luirhope Township. Somerset County 
Fairmont Township. Luzerne County 
Fnirvtew Township. Butler County 
Fairvtew Township, Mercer County 
Fallow field Township. Washington County 
Falls Township. Wyoming County 
Fannctt Township, Franklin County 
Farmington Township. Clarion County 
Farmington Township. Tioga County 
Furmington Township. Warren County 
Fawn Township. York County 
Fayette Township, Juniata County 
Fell Township, Lackawanna County 
Fermanagh Township. Juniata County 
Findley Township. Mercer County 
Fishing Creek Township. Columbia County 
Forks Township. Sullivan County 
Forward Township. Butler County 
Foster Township. Luzerne County 
Faster Township, Schuylkill County 
Fox Township. Sullivan County 
Fruiley Township. Schuylkill County 
F'funklin Township. Adams County 
Franklin Township, Bradford County 
Franklin Township, Carbon County 
Franklin Township, Columbia County 
Fi.*nklin Township. Fayette County 
Franklin Township, Greene County 
Franklin Township. Huntingdon County 
Franklin Township. Luzerne County 
Franklin Township. Lycoming County 
Franklin Township, Snyder County 
Franklin Township. Susquehanna County 
Frankstuwn Township. Blair County 
Freedom Township. Adams County 
Freedom Township. Blair County 
Freehold Township. Warren County 
Freeport Township. Greene County 
French Creek Township. Mercer County 
Caines Township. Tioga County 
Gallagher Township. Clinton County 
Gallitzm Township, Cambria County 
Ciiskill Township. Jefferson County 
Genesee Township. Potter County 
Georges Township. Fayette County 
German Township. Fayette County 
Gibson Township. Cameron County 
Gibson Township. Susquehanna County 
Gilmore Township. Greene County 
Gilpin Township. Armstrong County 
Girard Township. Clearfield County 
Girard Township. Eric County 
t Hade Township. Warren County 
Goshen Township. Clearfield County 
»raham l ow nship. Clearfield County 
1 iranl Township, Indiana Countv 
Granville Township. Bradford County 
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Granville Township. Mifflin County 
Cray Township. Greene County 
Green Township, Forest County 
Grepn Township. Indiana County 
Greene Township. Clinton County 
Greene Township. Greene County 
Greene Township. Mercer County 
Greenfield Township, Blair County 
Greenfield Township, Erie County 
Greenville Township, Somerset County 
Greenwood Township, Clearfield County 
Greenwood Township, Columbia County 
Greenwood Township, Crawford County 
Greenwood Township, Juniata County 
Gregg Township. Centre County 
Gregg Township. Union County 
Grove Township. Camoron County 
Gulich Township. Clearfield County 
Fioines Township, Centre County 
Hu If moon Township, Centre County 
Hamilton Township, Adams County 
Hamilton Township, McKean County 
Hamilton Township, Monroe County 
Hamilton Township, Tioga County 
Hamiltonhan Township. Adams County 
Hamlin Township, McKean County 
Flanovcr Township. Luzerne County 
Harford Township. Susquehanna County 
Harmony Towmship. Forest County 
Harmony Township, Susquehanna County 
1 larrison Township, Allegeny County 
I larrison Township, Bedford County 
Harrison Township, Potter County 
Hartley Township. Union County 
Huy field Township, Crawford County 
Hazle Township. Luzerne County 
Hebron Township, Potter County 
Hector Township. Potter County 
Hcgins Township, Schuylkill County 
Heidelberg Township. Lebanon County 
Heidelberg Township. Lehigh County 
Hemlock Township. Columbia County 
Henderson Township. Huntingdon County 
Henderson Township. Jefferson County 
Henry Clay Township. Fayette County 
Hurrick Township, Bradford County 
Hickory Township, Forest County 
I lirJcory Township. Lawrence County 
Highland Township. Clarion County 
Highland Township. Elk County 
Hillsgrove Township. Sutlivnn County 
Holtenback Township, Luzerne County 
Homer Township, Potter Count} 

Hopewell Township. Bedford County 
Hopewell Township. Cumberland County 
Hopewell Township. Huntingdon County 
Hopewell Township. Washington County 
Hopewell Township. York County 
Horton Township. Elk County 
Hovey Township, Armstrong County 
Howard Township. Centre County 
I lowe Township, Forest County 
llubley Township. Schuylkill County 
Hunlock Township, Luzerne County 
Huntington Township. Adams County 
Huntington Township. Luzerne County 
Huston Township, Blair County 
Huston Township. Centre County 
Independence Township. Washington County 
Irwin Township. Venango County 
lackson Township. Butler County 
jackson Township. Cambria County 
jackson Township. Columbia County 
jackson Township. Greene County 
jackson Township. Huntingdon County 
jackson Township. Lebanon County 


22. 1985 / Notices 42859 


lackson Township, Lycoming County 
jackson Township, Mercer County 
Jackson Township. Northumberland County 
Jackson Township, Perry County 
jackson Township. Snyder County 
jackson Township. Susquehanna County 
juckson Tow nship. Tioga County 
Jackson Township. Venango Count} 
joy Township. Elk County 
jefforson Township. Fayette County 
Jefferson Township. Greene County 
jefferson Township. Lackawanna County 
jenkins Township. Luzerne County 
jenks Township. Forest County 
leaner Towmship. Somerset County 
jordan Township. Clearfield County 
jonktn Township, Lycoming County 
jordan Township, Northumberland County 
Juniata Township. Bedford County 
juniata Township. Blair County 
Juniata Township, Huntingdon County 
Karihaus Township. Clearfield County 
Keating Township, McKean County 
Keating Township. Potter County 
Kelly Township. Union County 
Kimmel Township, Bedford County 
King Township. Bedford County 
Kingsley Township. Forest County 
Kingston Township. Luzerne County 
Kiskiminetas Township. Armstrong County 
Kline Township, Schuylkill County 
Knox Township, Clearfield County 
Knox Township. Jefferson County 
Ln Plume Township, Lackawanna County 
Lack Township. Juniata County 
Luckuwannock Township, Mercer County 
Lake Township. Luzerne County 
Lake Township. Mercer County 
Lamar Township, Clinton County 
Laportc Township. Sullivan County 
Larimer Township. Somerset County 
Luthrop Township. Susquehanna County 
Lawrence Township. Clearfield County 
Lawrence Township. Tioga County 
Le Bocuf Township. Erie County 
Leacock Township, Lancaster County 
Lebanon Township. Wayne County 
Lehigh Township. Carbon County 
Lehigh Township. Lackawanna County 
Lehman Township. Luzerne County 
Leidy Township, Clinton County 
Lemon Township. Wyoming County 
Lenox Township. Susquehanna County 
Loroy Towmship. Bradford County 
Lewis Township. Lycoming County 
Lewis Township. Northumberland County 
Lewis Township. Union County 
Liberty Township. Adams County 
Liberty Township. Bedford County 
Liberty Township, Centre County 
Liberty Township, McKean County 
Liberty Township. Susquehanna County 
liberty Towmship, Tioga County 
Licking Creek Township. Fulton County 
Licking Township. Clarion County 
Limerick Township. Montgomery County 
Limestone Township. Union County 
Lincoln Township. Bedford County 
Lincoln Township, Huntingdon County 
Lincoln Township. Somerset County 
Litchfield Township. Bradford County 
Little Beaver Township. Lawrence County 
Little Britain Township. Lancaster County 
Little Mahnnoy Township. Northumberland 
County 
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Locust Township. Columbia County 
Logan Township, Blair County 
Logan Township, Clinton County 
Logan Township. Huntingdon County 
Izmdonderry Township. Bedford County 
Lower Augusta Township. Northumberland 
County 

Lower Chanceford Township. York County 
Lower Chichester Township. Delaware 
County 

Lower Mahanoy Township, Norl hum her land 
County 

Lower Mount Bethel Township, Northampton 
County 

Lower Oxford Township. Chester County 
Lower Towamcnsing Township. Carbon 
County 

Lower Turkeyfoot Township. Somerset 
County 

Izm-cr Tyrone Township. Fayette County 
tower Windsor Township, York County 
Lower Yoder Township. Cambria County 
Loyalhannn Township, Westmoreland 
County 

LoyaUock Township. Lycoming County 
Lumber Township, Cameron County 
Lurgan Township, Franklin County 
Luzerne Township. Fayette County 
Madison Township. Armstrong County 
Madison Township. Clarion County 
Madison Township. Columbia County 
Madison Township. I.uckii wanna County 
Mahunoy Township. Schuylkill County 
Mahoning Township. Armstrong County 
Mahoning Township. Carbon County 
Mahoning Township, Lawrence County 1 
Main Township. Columbia County 
Manchester Township. Wayne County 
Mann Township. Bedford County 
Manor Township, Armstrong County 
Marion Township. Butler County 
Marion Township. Centre County 
McCalmont Township. Jefferson County 
Me! lenry Township. Lycoming County 
McIntyre Township. Ly coming County 
McKean Township. Erie County 
McNett Township. Lycoming County 
Mead Township. Warren County 
Mehoopany Township. Wyoming County 
Menullen Township. Adams County 
Menallen Township. Fayette County 
Mcnno Township. Mifflin County 
Mcshoppen Township. Wyoming County 
Metal Township. Franklin County 
Middle Taylor Township. Cambria County 
Middlebury Township. Tioga County 
Middlecreek Township, Snyder County 
Mlddlecreek Township. Somerset County 
Middletown Township, Susq ueh anna County 
Mifflin Township. Columbia County 
Mifflin Township, Lycoming County 
Miles Township. Centre County 
Milford Township. Juniata County 
Milford Township, Somerset County 
Mill Creek Township. Lycoming County 
Mill Creek Township. Mercer County 
Millcreek Township. Clarion County 
Millcrrek Township. Lebanon County 
Miller Township. Huntingdon County 
Miller Township. Perry’ County- 
Millstone Township. Elk County 
Mineral Township, Venango County 
Monongahela Township. Greene County 
Monroe Township, Bedford County 
Monroe Township. Bradford County 
Monroe Township. Clarion County 


Monroe Township, Juniata County 
Monroe Township. Wyoming County 
Montgomery Township. Franklin County 
Montgomery Township. Indiana County 
Montour Township, Columbia County 
Moreland Township. Lycoming County 
Morgan Township. Greene County 
Morris Township. Clearfield County 
Morris Township. Greene County 
Morris Township. Huntingdon County 
Morris Township. Tioga County 
Morris Towmship, Washington County 
Mount Carmel Township. Northumberland 
County 

Mount Joy Township. Adams County 
Mount Pleasant Township, Adams County 
Mount Pleasant Township. Columbia County 
Mount Pleasant Township. W«yna County 
Mount Pleasant Township. Westmoreland 
County 

Muncy Township. Lycoming County 
Munster Township, Cambria County 
Napier Township. Bedford County 
Nelson Township. Tioga County 
Nescopeck Township. Luzerne County 
Neville Township, Allegheny County 
New Castle Township, Schuylkill Count) 
Newport Township. Luzerne County 
Nicholson Township. Fayette County 
Nicholson Township, Wyoming County 
Nipponese Township. Lycoming County- 
North Bethlehem Township. Washington 
County 

North Buffalo Township. Armstrong County- 
North Hopewell Township, York County 
North Lebanon Township. Lebanon County- 
North Mahoning Township. Indiana County 
North ShenangoTYVP, Crawford County 
North Townnda Towmship. Bradford County 
North Union Township. Fayette County 
North Union Township. Schuylkill County 
North Woodbury Township. Blair County 
Northhampton Township. Somerset County 
Northeast Madison TWP, Perry County 
Northmoreland Township, Wyoming County 
Norwegian Township, Sc huylkill County 
Norwich Township. McKean County 
Noxen Township. Wyoming County 
Noyes Township. Clinton County 
Oakland Township. Butler County 
Oakland Township, Susquehanna County 
Oil Creek Township. Crawford County 
Oiicrcek Township. Venango County 
Oliver Township. Jefferson County 
Oliver Township. Mifflin County 
Oregon Township. Wayne County 
Orwell Township. Bradford County 
Osceola Township. Tioga County 
Oswayo Township, Poller County 
Otter Creek Township. Mercer County- 
Otto Township. McKean County 
Overficld Township. Wyoming County 
Overton Township, Bradford County 
Oxford Township. Adams County 
Paint Township. Somersal County 
Paradise Towmship. Lancaster County 
Parker Township, Butler County 
Parks Township. Armslrung County 
Patterson Township. Beaver County 
Peach Bottom Township. York County 
Penn Township, Centre County 
Penn Township. 1 luntingdon County 
Penn Township. Lycoming County 
Penn Township. Sny der County 
Perry Township. Armstrong County 
Perry Township, Clarion County 


Perry Township. Fayette County- 
Perry Township. Greene County 
Perry Township. Jefferson County 
Perry Towmship. Mercer County 
Perry Township. Snyder County 
Peters Township. Franklin County 
Puitt Township, Lycoming County- 
Pike Township, Bradford County 
Pike Township. Clearfield County 
Piku Township. Potter County 
Pine Creek Township. Clinton County 
Pike Creek Township. Jefferson County 
Pike Grove Township, Warren County 
Pike Grove TWP, Schuylkill County 
Pine Township. Armstrong County 
Pine Township. Columbia County 
Pine Township. Crawford County 
Pine Township. Indiana County 
Pine Township, Lycoming County- 
Pine Townships Mercer County 
Pmey Township. Clarion County 
Pittsfield Township. Wunrn County 
Pittston Township. Luzerne County 
Plain Grove Township. Lawrence County 
Plainfield Township. Northampton County 
Plains Township. Luzerne County 
Pleasant Valley Township. Potter County 
Pluincrcek Township. Armstrong County 
Plunketts Creek Township. Lycoming Count) 
Plymouth Township. Luzerne County 
Point Towmship. Northumberland County 
Polk Township, Jefferson County- 
Portage Township. Cambria County 
Portage Township. Potter County 
lYirter Township. Clarion County 
Porter Township. Clinton County 
Porter Township. Huntingdon County 
Porter Township. Jefferson County- 
Porter Township. Lycoming County 
Porter Tow-nthip. Schuylkill County 
Putter Township, Centre County 
Preston Township. Wayne County 
Pulaski Township. Beaver County 
Pulaski Township. Lawrence County 
Putnam Township. Tioga County 
Quumahoning Township. Somerset County 
Quincy Township. Franklin County 
Ralpho Township, Northumberland County 
Randolph Township. Crawford County 
Ransom Township. Lackawanna County 
Rayburn Towmship, Armstrong County 
Rayne Township. Indiana County 
Rcftdc Township, Cambria County 
Rending Township. Adams County 
Rcdbank Township. Armstrong County 
Redlmnk Township. Clarion County 
Redstone Township. Fayette County 
Rt illy Towmship. Schuylkill County 
Rice Township. Luzerne County 
Rlchhill Towmship. Greene County 
Richland Township. Clarion County 
Richmond Township. Crawford County 
Richmond Township. Tiogn County 
Ridgebury Township, Bradford County 
Ridgwnv Township. Elk County- 
Roaring Creek Tow nship. Columbia County 
Robinson Township. Washington County 
Rockdale Township. Crawford County 
Rockefeller Township, Northumberland 
County 

Rome Township, Bradford County 
Rome Township, Crawford County 
Ross Township. Luzerne County 
Ross Township, Monroe County 
Roulette Township. Rotter County 
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Rush Township. Centre County 
Rut>h Township. Northumberland County 
Rush Towmbip, Susquehanna County 
Rutland Township. Tioga County 
Ryun Township. Schuylkill County 
Sadsbury Township. Lancaster County 
S;» Urm Township. Clarion Conniy 
Siitem Towttthip. Luzerne County 
Salem Township. Mercer County 
Salem Tbwuahip. Wayne County 
Salisbury Township. Liutcaster County 
Saltlick Town-ship. Fayette County 
Sandy Creek Township. Mercer County 
Sandy Lake Township. Mercer County 
Seville Township, Perry County 
Schuylkill Township. Schuylkill County 
Scotl Township, Lackawanna County 
Stott Township, Wayne County 
Scrubgruftf Township, Venango County 
Sergeant Township. McKean County 
Shade Township. Somerset County 
Shamokin Township. Northumberland 
County 

Sharon Tow nship. Putter County 
Sheffield Township. Warren County 
Shenungo Township, Lawrence County 
Sbeshequm Township. Bradford County 
Shipped T ownship. Cameron County 
SMppcn Township, Tiogu County 
Shi ppensburg Township, Cumberland County 
Shirley Township. I luntingdon County 
Shrewsbury Township. Lycoming County 
Shrewsbury Township. Sullivan County 
Slippery Rock Township. Butler Courtly 
Slocum Township, Lucerne County 
Smith Township. Washington County 
Smithfirld Township, Bradford County 
Smithfictd Township. Huntingdon County 
Snake Spring Township. Bedford County’ 
Snow Shoe Township. Centre County 
Snyder Township. Blair County 
Samemt Towuhip, Somerset County 
South Bend Township, Armttraqg Connty 
South Creek Township, Bradford County 
South Fayette Township, Allegheny County 
South Huntingdon Township. Westmoreland 
County 

South Ij bauion Township. tarbimon County 
South Mahoning Township. Indiana County 
South Mnnhetm T ownship. Schuylkill County 
South Pymatung Township. Merrer County 
South Sbenango Township. Crawford County 
South Versailles Township. Alirgbeny 
County 

South Woodbury Township. Bedford County 
Southampton Township. Bedford County 
Southampton Township. Somerrst County 
Southwest Township. Warren County 
Sparta Township. Crawford County 
Spring Creek Township, Elk County 
Spring Cteek Township. Warren County 
Spring Township. Centre County 
Spring T ownship. Cmwford County 
Spring T ow nship. Snyder County 
Springfn Id Township, Bradford County 
Springfield Township. Erie County 
Springfield Township. Fayette County 
Springfield Township. Huntingdon County 
Springfield Township. Mercer County 
Springhill Township. Fayette County 
Sprioghitl Township. C tcunt County 
Sf»rlng\ die Town?hip. Susquehanna County 
Spruce Cri ek T bwnsbip, Huntingdon County 
Spruce Hill Township. Juniata County 
St Clair Township. Westmoreland County 
St Thomas Township, Franklin County 


Standing Slone Township. Bradford County 
Sterling Township. Wayne County 
Steuben Township, Crawford County 
Stevens Tow nship. Bradford County 
Stewart Township, Fayette County 
Stony creek Township. Somerset County 
Stowe Township. Allegheny County 
Straban Township, Adams County 
Sugar Grove Township. Warren County 
Sugarcreek Township. Armstrong County 
Sugarloaf Township. Columbia County 
Sullivan Township. Tioga County 
Summerhilt Township. Cambria County 
Summerhill Township. Crawford County 
Summit Township. Butler County* 

Summit Township. Potter County 
Summit Township. Somerset County 
Susquehanna Township, Cambria County 
Susquehanna Township. Juniata County 
Susquehanna Township. Lycoming County 
Sweden Township. Potter County 
Sylvania Township. Potter County 
Taylor Township, Blair County 
Taylor Township. Centre County 
Taylor Township. Fulton County 
Tell Township. I luntmgdon County 
Terry Township. Bradford County 
Thompson Township. Fulton County 
Thompson Township. Susquehanna County 
Tmicum Township. Delaware County 
Tioga Township. Tioga County 
Tioncsta Township, Forest County 
Toboyne Township. Perry County 
Toby Township, CJiiTion County 
Tod Township, Huntingdon County 
Todd Township. Fulton County 
Towanda Township. Bradford County 
Tremont Township. Schuylkill County 
Troy Township. Bradford County 
Troy Township. Craw ford County 
Turbcti Township. Juniata County 
Tuscurura Township. Bradford County 
Tuscarora Township. Juniata County 
Tyrone Township. Adams County 
Tyrone Township. Blair County 
Ulster Township. Bradford County 
Ulysses Township. Potter County 
Union Township. Bedford County 
Union Township. Clearfield County 
Union Township. Crawford County* 

Union Township. Erie County 
Union Township. Fulton County 
Union Township. Huntingdon County 
Union Tow nship. Lebanon County 
Union Township. Luzerne County 
Union Township. Mifflin County 
Union Township, Schuylkill County 
Union Township. Snyder County 
Union Township. Tioga County 
Union Township. Union County 
Upper Mahnnnv Township. Northumberland 
County 

Upper Mahantongn Township, Schuylkill 
County 

Upper Mifflin Township. Cumberland County 
Upper Nazareth Township. Northampton 
County 

Upper Turkey foot Township. Somerset 
County 

Upper Tyrone Tow nship. Fayette County 
Valley Township. Armstrong County 
Valley Township. Chester County 
V.inpart Township. Beaver County 
Venango Township. Butler County 
Venango Township. Crawford County 
Venango Township. Erie County 


Vernon Township. Crawford County 
Victory Township. Venango Counly 
Walker Township. Centre County 
Walker Township, Huntingdon Counly 
Walker Township. Juniata County 
Walker Township, Schuylkill Counly 
Warren Township, Bradford County 
Warren Township. Franklin Counly 
Warrior** Mark Township. I luit ingdoo 
County 

Warsaw Township Jefferson County 
Washington Township, Armstrong County 
Washington Township. Bulk'/ Counly 
Washington Township, Cambria County 
Washington Township, Clarion County 
Washington Township, Fayette Counly 
Washington Township, Oeeae Counly 
Washington Township. Indiana County 
Washington Township. Jerfter&on County 
Washington Township, lawrenoe County 
Washington Towuship. Lycoming County 
Washington Township, Northumberland 
County 

Washington Towuship. Schuylkill County 
Washington Township, Snyder County 
Washington Township. Wyoming County 
Washington Township. York County 
Waterford Township. Erie County 
Wayne Township. Armstrong County 
Wayne Township. Clinton County 
Wayne Towuship. Crawford founty 
Wayne Township, Erie County 
Wayne Township. Greene County 
Wayne Township. Lawrence County 
Wayne Township. Mifflin County 
Wayne Township. Schulkiil County 
Wells Township. Bradford County 
Well* Township. Fulton County 
West Ahingion Township, lackawanna 
County 

West Beaver Township. Srryiier County 
West Bethlehem Township, Washington 
County 

West Brunch Township. Potter County 
West Buffalo Township. Union County 
West Burlington Township. Bradford County 
West Cfifoeron Township. Northumberland 

County 

West Carroll Township. Cambria County 
West Chilltsquaqae Township. 

Northumberland Counly 
West Faltowfirld Township. Crawford 

Counly 

West Finley Township. Washington County 
West Franklin Township. Armstrong County 
West Keating Township. Clinton County 
West Lebanon Township, lalmnon County 
West Mahanoy Township. Schuylkill County 
West Mahoning Township. Indiana County 
West Penn Township. Schuylkill County 
West Perry Township, border County 
West Pike Run Township. Washington 
County 

West Providence Township. Bedford County 
Wist Salem Township. Merrer County 
West Shenangti Township, Crawford County 
West St. Clair Township. Bedford County 
West Taylor Township. Cambria County 
West Township. Huntington County 
West Whealfield Township. Indiana County 
Westfield Township, Tioga County 
Wetmore Township. MiKeun County 
Wharton Township. Fayette County 
Wharton Township. Potter County 
White Township. Cambria County 
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Whitely Township. Creene County 
Wilkcs-Bnrre Township, Luzerne County 
Wilmington Township, Iwiwrem'e County 
Wilmington Township. Mercer County 
Wilmot Township, Bradford County 
Windham Township. Bradford County 
Windham Township. Wyoming County 
Winfield Township. Butler County 
Winslow Township. Jefferson County 
Wolf Creek Township. Mercer County 
Wood Township, Huntington County 
Woodbury Township, Bedford County 
Woodbury Township. Blair County 
Woodcock Township, Crawford County 
Woodward Township. Lycoming County 
Worth Township, Centre County 
Worth Township. Mercer County 
Wyaluslng Township, Bradford County 
Wysox Township. Bradford County 
Young Town ship. Indiana County 
Young Township. Jefferson County 
Zerbe Township, Northumberland County 7 

Rhode Island 

Bristol Town, Bristol County 
New Shoroham Town. Washington County 
Warren Town. Bristol County 
West Warwick Town. Kent County 

Vermont 

Addison Town, Addison County 

* Albany Town. Orleans County 

• AI burg Town. Grand Isle County 
Athens Town. Windham County 
Bakersfield Town, Franklin County 
Barnet Town. Caledonia County 
‘Barton TV)wn. Orleans County 
Belvidore Town, Lamoille County 
Benson Town, Rutland County 
Berkshire Town. Franklin County 
Bethel Town. Windsor County 
Bloomfield Town. Essex County 
Braintree Town. Orange County 
Bratlleboro Town, Windham County 
Bridporl Town. Addison County 
Brighton Town. Essex County 
•Bristol Town, Addison County 
Brownington Town. Orleans County 
Brunswick Town. Essex County 
•Burke Town. Caledonia County 
•Cabot Town. Washington County 
•Cambridge Town, Lamoille County 
Canaan Town, Essex County 
Castluton Town. Rutland County 
Charleston Town. Orleans County 
Chelsea Town. Orange County 
Concord Town, Essex County 
Corinth Town. Orange County 
Coventry Town. Orleans County 
Craftsbury Town. Orleans County 
Dunhy Town, Rutland County 
Danville Town. Caledonia County 
‘Derby Town, Orleans County 
Dover Town, Windham County 
Duxbury Town. Washington County 
East Haven Town, Essex County 
Eden Town, Lumoille County 
Elmore Town, Lamoille County 
•Enosburg Town. Franklin County 
Fair Haven Town. Rutland County 
Fairfield Town. Franklin County 
Foirlec Town. Orange County 
Franklin Town. Franklin County 
Glover Town. Orleans County 


Granby Town. Essex County 
Greensboro Town, Orleans County 
Croton Town. Caledonia County 
Guildhall Town. Essex County 
Halifax Town. Windham County 
•Hardwick Town. Caledonia County 
Ibghgate Town. Franklin County 
Holland Town. Orleans County 
Hubbardton Town, Rutland County 
‘Hyde Park Town. Lamoille County 
Ira Town, Rutland County 
Irasburg Town, Orleans County 
Jumaicd Town. Windham County 
Jay Town. Orleans County 
•Johnson Town, Lamoille County 
Leicester Town. Addison County 
Lemington Town. Essex County 
Lincoln Town, Addison County 
Lowell Town. Orleans County 
•Ludlow Town. Windsor County 
Lunenburg Town. Essex County 
•Lyndon Town. Caledonia County 
Maidstone Town. Essex County 
Marlboro Town. Windham County 
•Marshfield Town. Washington County 
Montgomery Town. Franklin County 
Moretown Town, Washington County 
Morgan Town. Orleans County 
•Morristown Town. Lumoille County 
Newark Town. Cutedonia County 
Newport Town. Orleans County 
Norton Town, Essex County 
Orange Town, Orange County 
Orwell Town. Addison County 
Pawlet Town. Rutland County 
Peachnm Town, Caledonia County 
•Plainfield Town. Washington County 
Plymouth Town, Windsor County 
•Poultney Town. Rutland County 
Reading Town. Windsor County 
* Rich ford Town. Ftunklin County 
Ripton Town. Addison County 
Rochester Town. Windsor County 
•Rockingham Town. Windham County 
Roxbury Town. Washington County 
Royalton Town. W indsor County 
Ryegate Town. Caledonia County 
Sandgate Town. Bennington County 
Sharon Town, Windsor County 
Sheffield Town. Caledonia County 
Sheldon Town. Franklin County 
St Johnsbury Town. Caledonia County 
Stunnard Town. Caledonia County 
Starksboro Town. Addison County 
•Stowe Town. Lamoille County 
Strafford Town. Orange County 
Sudbury Town. Rutland County 
Sutton Town. Caledonia County 
•Swanton Town. Franklin Count) 
Topsham Town, Orange County 
Townshend Town. Windham County 
•Troy Town. Orleans County 
Tunbridge Town, Orange County 
Vershire Town. Orange County 
Victory Town. Essex County 
Walden Town. Caledonia County 
Waltham Town. Addison County 
Wardsboro Town. Windham County 
Washington Town. Orange County 
•Watcrbury Town. Washington County 
Waterville Town. Lamoille County 
Wells Town, Rutland County 
West Fairlee Town. Orange County 
West Haven Town. Rutland County 


West Rutland Town. Rutland County 
Westfield Town, Orleans County 
’Westminster Town. Windham County 
Westmore Town. Orleans County 
Woybridge Town. Addison County 
Whedock Town. Caledonia County 
* Whltingham Town. Windham County 
William&town Town, Orange County 
Windsor Totvn. Windsor County 
Wolcott Town, laimoille County 
Woodlwry Town. Washington County 
Woodford Town. Bennington County 
Worcester Town. Washington County 

Puerto Rico 

AJiuntiis Munidpio. Municiplo 
Aguiida Municiplo 
Aguas Buenas Municipio 
Aibonito Municipio 
Anasco Municiplo 
Arroyo Municipio 
Bdicclonetu Municiplo 
Burrunquitas Municipio 
Cabo Rojo Municiplo 
Cumuy Munidpio 
Cinovanas Municipio 
Catano Munidpio 
Cayey Munidpio 
Cciba Munidpio 
Claim Munidpio 
Cidra Munidpio 
Coamo Municipio 
Comerio Municipio 
Coruzal Munidpio 
Culebra Munidpio 
Dorado Municipio 
Florida Munidpio 
Bunnica Municipio 
Buayama Municipio 
BuaynniHu Municipio 
Gumbo Municipio 
I lutiilo Municipio 
Hormigueros Municiplo 
lfumocao Municipio 
Uubcla Munidpio 
Jayuya Municipio 
Juana Diaz Municipio 
Juncos Municipio. 

La jus Munidpio 
Las Marias Municipio 
Las Piedras Munidpio 
Lotza Munidpio 
Luquillo Municipio 
Manati Municipio 
Muricao Municipio 
Mutinabo Munidpio 
Moca Municipio 
Morovis Munidpio 
Naguabo Municipio 
Nuranjito Munidpio 
Orocovis Munidpio 
Patillus Municipio 
Penuelas Municipio 
Quebrndillas Munidpio 
Rincon Municipio 
Rio Grande Municipio 
Subana Grande Municipio 
Salinas Munidpio 
Sun German Municipio 
Sun Lorenzo Munidpio 
Sun Sebastian Municipio 
Santa Isabel Municipio 
Tou Alta Municiplo 
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Utuado Municipio 
Vrga Alta Municipio 
Vega Biijn Munidpio 
Virque* Municipio 
Villutha Municipio 
Yabucoa Municipio 
Yuuco Municipio 

l)alcd October 9. 

Alfwd C. Moran. 

Assistant Secretary for Community Warming 
and Development. 

|KK Doc $£-24991 Kill'd 10-21-85; 045 am| 

BtLUMC coot 42l0-»-«# 
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 

Food and Drug Administration 
(Docket No. 65D-02911 

Guidance for the Emergency Use of 
Unapproved Medical Devices; 
Availability 

agency: Food and Drug Administration. 
action: Notice. 

summary: The Fowl and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is announcing 
guidance, developed by FDA’s Center 
for Devices and Radiological Health 
(CDRH). with respect to those 
emergency situations in which the 
agency would not object to a physician's 
using a potentially life-saving medical 
device for a use for which the device 
ordinarily is required to have, but does 
not have, an approved application for 
premarket approval or an 
investigational device exemption. The 
guidance is contained in a document 
entitled “guidance for the Emergency 
Use of Unapproved Medical Devices.** 
date: Comments by December 23.1385. 
addresses: Requests for single copies 
of the guidance document should be sent 
to Tracy A. Summers, Center for 
Devices and Radiological Health (HFZ- 
84), Food and Drug Administration. 5600 
Fishers Lane. Rockville. MD 20857. 
Written comments to the Dockets 
Management Branch (HFA-305). Food 
and Drug Administration. Rm. 4-62,5600 
Fishers Lane. Rockville. MD 20857. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Halyna Breslawec, Center for Devices 
and Radiological Health (HFZ-4G3). 

Food and Drug Administration. 8757 
Georgia Ave.. Silver Spring. MD 20010. 
301-427-8162. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: FDA is 

making available for comment guidance 
concerning the emergency use of an 
unapproved medical device. For the 
purpose of the guidance, an unapproved 
medical device is a device which, under 
section 501(f) of the Federal Food. Drug, 
and Cosmetic Act (the act) (21 U.S.C. 
351(f)). is subject to premarket approval 
to provide reasonable assurance of its 
safety and effectiveness for the purpose, 
condition, or use for which it is intended 
but which does not have in effect for 
such purpose, condition, or use either (1) 
a premarket approval application (PMA) 
under section 515 of the act (21 US.C. 
360c) or (2) an Application for an 
Investigational Device Exemption (IDE) 
under section 520(g) of the act (21 U.S.C. 
360j(g)) and Part 812 of FDA’s 
regulations (21 CFR Part 812). In short, 
an unapproved device is a device that is 


utilized for a purpose, condition, or use 
for which the device ordinarily is 
required to have, but does not have, an 
approved PMA or IDE. 

The guidance also concerns the 
emergency use by a physician of a 
device that is the subject of an approved 
IDE when the physician (i) is an 
investigator for the sponsor of the 
approved application but does not use 
the device in accordance with the terms 
and conditions of the application or (ii) 
is not an investigator. 

An unapproved medical device may 
be used in human subjects only if it is 
approved for investigational use under 
an IDE and is used by an investigator for 
the sponsor in accordance with the 
terms and conditions of the application. 
IDE applications are reviewed by FDA 
promptly, and are deemed approved 30 
days after their receipt by FDA, unless 
FDA notifies the sponsor that the 
investigation may not begin. FDA 
recognizes, however, that during the 
early phases of device design, 
development, and testing, an emergency 
may arise where, in a physician's 
judgment, an approved device would 
offer the only alternative for saving the 
life of a dying patient. Such o situation 
occurred recently with the use of an 
artificial heart. Realizing that there is a 
need for guidance on the use of 
unapproved devices in similar 
situations. CDRH developed a document 
that provides guidance to the physician 
with respect to emergency situations 
that require the use of such devices. 

The guidance document discusses: (1) 
The criteria necessary for a situation to 
be considered an emergency; (2) the 
patient protection procedures the 
physician should follow before using an 
unapproved device in an emergency 
situation: (3) the procedures the 
physician should follow after using an 
unapproved device in an emergency 
situation: and (4) the situations in which 
use of an unapproved medical device is 
not justified, even though an emergency 
exists. The document also provides 
guidance to the sponsor of an approved 
IDE w hen the device that is the subject 
of the approved application is used in an 
emergency by a pnysician who is an 
investigator for the sponsor but who 
does not use the device in accordance 
with the terms and conditions of the 
application, or by a physician who is not 
an investigator. Finally, the document 
provides guidance to the physician in 
either of those circumstances. 

FDA cxpcct9 physicians to make the 
determination as to whether the criteria 
for emergency use of an unapproved 
medical device set forth in the guidance 
have been met. FDA will consider taking 
regulatory action if an unapproved 


device is used in inappropriate 
situations. 

For the convenience of Interested 
persons. FDA is including in this notice 
the entire guidance document: 

Guidance for the Emergency Use of 
Unapproved Medical Devices 

This guidance applies to the 
emergency use of an unapproved 
medical device. For the purpose of the 
guidance, an unapproved medical device 
is a device that is utilized for a purpose, 
condition, or use for which the device 
requires, but does not have, an approved 
application for premarket approval 
under section 515 of the Federal Food. 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 30t)c) 
or an approved Application for an 
Investigational Device Exemption (IDE] 
under section 520(g) of the act (21 U.S.C. 
380j(g)) and Part 812 of FDA’s 
regulations (21 CFR Part 812). 

An unapproved device may be used in 
human subjects only if it is approved for 
clinical testing under an IDE. An 
emergency need to use an unapproved 
device may occur when an IDE for the 
device does not exist, when a physician 
wants to use the device in a way not 
approved under the IDE. or when a 
physician or institution i9 not approved 
under the IDE. 

In on orderly developmental process, 
the device’s developer—a physician, 
•dentist or manufacturer—anticipates 
the need to conduct clinical studies and 
uses the IDE to ensure that adequate 
preclinical testing has been done, that 
the appropriate subjects will be 
selected, that subjects participate only 
after providing informed consent, that 
the device will be used properly, that 
subjects will be monitored adequately 
after the device is used, and that 
complete scientific data will be 
collected promptly. These data form the 
basis for subsequent marketing approval 
of the device. 

The Food and Drug Administration 
(FDA) recognizes that even during the 
earliest phases of device design, 
development, and testing, emergencies 
arise where an unapproved device offers 
the only alternative for saving the life of 
a dying patient, but an IDE has not yet 
been approved for the device or the use. 
or an IDE has been approved but fhe 
physician who wishes to use the device 
is not an investigator under the IDE. 
Using its enforcement discretion. FDA 
will not object if a physician chooses to 
use an unapproved device in such an 
emergency, provided that the physician 
later justifies to FDA that an emergency 
actually existed. 
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Each of thr following conditions 
should exist for a situation to be 
considered an emergency: 

1* "Ihe patient is in a life-threatening 
condition that needs immediate 
treatment: 

2. No generally acceptable alternative 
for treating the patient is available; and 

3. Because of the immediate need to 
use the device, there is no time to use 
existing procedures to get FDA appmvul 
for the use, 

FDA expects the physician to 
determine whether these criteria have 
been met, to assess the potential for 
benefits from the unapproved use of the 
device, and to have substantial reason 
\o believe that benefits will exist FDA 
farther expects the physician not to 
conclude that an "emergency” situation 
exists in udvance of the time when 
treatment may be nopded based solely 
on the expectation that IDF. approval 
procedures may require more time than 
remains. Physicians should be aware 
that FDA expects them to exercise 
reasonable foresight with respect to 
potential emergencies and to make 
appropriate arrangements under the IDE 
procedures far enough in advance to 
avoid creating a situation in which such 
arrangements are impracticable. 

In the event that a device is used in 
circumstances meeting the criteria listed 
above. FDA would expect the physician 
to follow as many patient protection 
procedures as possible. These include 
obtaining: 

1. An independent assessment by an 
uninvolved physician: 

2. Informed consent from the patient 
or a legal representative; 

3. Institutional clearance as specified 
by institutional policies; 

4. The Institutional Review Board 
(IRI3) chairperson's concurrence, and 


5. Authorization from the sponsor, if 
an approved IDE for the device exists. 

FDA would not object if an 
unapproved device were shipped 
without FDA approval to a physician 
who claims to be faced with, and 
describes, the kind of emergency 
situation discussed above. The person 
shipping the device should notify FDA— 
by telephone (301-^27-8102)— 
immediately after shipment is made. An 
unapproved device may not be shipped 
in anticipation of an emergency. 

After an unapproved device is used in 
an emergency, the physician should: 

1. Notify the IRB and otherwise 
comply with provisions of the IRB 
regulations (21 CFR Part 56) and the 
informed consent regulations (21 CFR 
Part 50); 

2. Evaluate the likelihood of a similar 
need for the device in the future: If it is 
likely, immediately initiate efforts to 
obtain IRB approval and an approved 
IDE for the device's subsequent use: 

3. If an IDE exists, notify the sponsor 
of the emergency use of the device: The 
sponsor must comply with the reporting 
requirements of the IDE regulations; and 

4. If an IDE does not exist, notify FDA 
of the emergency use of the device and 
provide FDA with a written summary of 
the conditions constituting the 
emergency, patient protection measures, 
and any scientific results. 

Subsequent use of the device in an 
emergency situation may no! occur 
unless the physician or another person 
obtains approval of an IDE for the 
device and its use. If an IDE application 
for subsequent use has been filed with 
FDA and FDA disapproves the IDE 
application, the device may not be used 
even if the circumstances constituting an 
emergency exist. Developers of devices 
that could be used in emergencies 
should anticipate the likelihood of 


emergdhey uses and should obtain on 
approved IDE. FDA will consider taking 
regulatory action if an unapproved 
device is used in inappropriate 
situations. 

CDRH developed this guidance in 
response to a situation concerning the 
emergency use of an unapproved 
cardiovascular device. CDRH will apply 
this guidance to other types of 
potentially life-saving unapproved 
devices in emergency situations. In all 
situations in which the use of an 
unapproved device would not meet the 
criteria for emergency use under this 
guidance, such unapproved device may 
not be used without an approved IDE. 

Interested persons may, on or before 
December 23.1985, submit written 
comments to the Dockets Management 
Branch (address above). Two copies of 
any comments should be submitted, 
except that individuals may submit one 
copy. Comments are to be identified 
with the docket number found in 
brackets in the heading of this 
document. FDA will consider any 
comments received. The document and 
comments received may be seen in the 
Dockets Management Branch between 9 
a.m. and 4 p.m., Monday through Friday. 

Dated: October 12.1085. 

Frank E. Young, 

Commissioner of Food and Drugs, 

|KR Doc 85-25063 Filed 10-21-85; 845 am) 

BILLING COOC 4T60-01-M 
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Office of the Secretary 
14 CFR Part 241 

(Docket No. 43473; Notice No. 85-15) 

Aviation Economic Regulations; 
Passenger Origin-Destination Survey 

agency: Research and Special Programs 

Administration, DOT. 

action: Notice of Proposed Rulemaking. 

Summary: The Department of 
Transportation (DOT) in this proposed 
rule requests comments on the potential 
for reducing the burden on large 
certificated air carriers of collecting and 
reporting a standard systematic 
scientific sample size (10% of lifted 
tickets) to provide the Pussenger Origin- 
Destination Survey data. The 
Department suggests reduction of the 
ieporting burden of such large air 

• arriers by more closely aligning the 
data collected with that needed to fulfill 
ilf. aviation responsibilities under the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958. as 
amended. The Department’s analysis 
indicates that a lesser sample size may 
lx* appropriate for large domestic 
markets which are tentatively defined 
ab 1,000 major city-pairs with directional 
origin-destination passengers in excess 
of 35.000 pussengers per year. 
dates: Comments on the proposed rule 
must be received on or before December 
23. 1985. 

address: Comments should be directed 
to the Docket Clerk. Docket 43473. Room 
4107, Office of the Secretary, 

Department of Transportation. 400 
Seventh Street. SVV.. Washington. DC 
30590. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

lack M. Calloway or Donald Bright. 
Office of Aviation Information 
Management, Data Requirements and 
Public Reports Division. DAI-10, 
Research and Special Programs 
Administration. Department of 
Transportation. 400 Seventh Street. SW.. 
Washington, DC 20590. (202) 420-7372. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Executive Order 12291. Regulatory 
Flexibility Act. and Paperwork 
Reduc tion Act of 198(1 

This proposed action has been 
reviewed under Executive Order 12291. 
and it has been determined that this is 
not u major rule. It will not result in an 
annual effect on the economy of $100 
million or more. There will be no 
increase in production costs or prices for 
consumers, individual industries. 
Federal. Stale or local governments. 


agencies or geographic regions. 
Furthermore, this proposed rule would 
not adversely affect competition, 
employment, investment, productivity, 
innovation, or the ability of United 
States-based enterprises to compete 
with foreign-based enterprises in 
domestic or export markets. These 
proposed regulations would result in a 
reduction in reporting burden for large 
certificated uir carriers. Accordingly, a 
regulatory impact analysis is not 
required. 

This proposed regulation is significant 
under the Department's Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures, dated February 
26,1979, because it involves important 
Departmental policies. Its economic 
impact should be minimal and a full 
regulutoiy evaluation is not required. 

1 certify that this rule will not have a 
significant economic impact an a 
substantial number of small entities. 1 
The proposed amendments would affect 
only large certificated air carriers. 

The collection of information 
requirements in this proposal are subject 
to the Paperwork Reduction Act. Pub. L 
96-511, 44 U.S.C. Chapter 35. These 
requirements will be submitted to the 
Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB) for review and comment. Persons 
may submit comments on the collection- 
of-information requirements to OMB. 
Comments should be directed to Sam 
Fairchild, Office of Information and 
Regulatory Affairs. Office of 
Management and Budget. Washington. 
DC 20503. It would be appreciated if a 
copy of any comments sent to OMB is 
also sent to the DOT rules docket. 

Comments Invited 

Interested persons arc invited to 
participate in this rulemaking action by 
submitting such written data, views, or 
arguments as they may desire. 
Comments that provide the factual basis 
supporting the views und suggestions 
presented are particularly helpful in 
developing reasoned rogulatory 
decisions. Communications should 
identify the regulatory docket number 
and be submitted in duplicate to the 
address listed above. Commenters 
wishing the Department to acknowledge 
receipt of their comments must submit 
with those comments a self-addressed 
stamped postcard on which the 
following statement Is made: Comments 
on Docket No. 43473. The postcard will 
be date/time stamped and returned to 
the commenter. All communications 


'For purjxxo* * of it* aviation economic 
regulations. Departmental polity 
cr 'ifltolod air r-nrr»er* operating small aircraft (SO 
•eat* or less or 1&000 pounds maximum payload or 
least In strictly domestic service ns small entities for 
pqcposes of the KrguUtory Flexibility Act 


received between the specified opening 
and dosing dates for comments will be 
considered by the Administrator before 
taking action on any further rulemaking. 
Also, this proposal may be changed in 
light of comments received. All 
comments submitted will be available 
for examination in the Rules Docket 
bolh before and after the closing date 
for comments. A report summarizing 
each substantive public contact with 
DOT personnel concerned with this 
rulemaking will be filed in the docket. 

Background 

The Civil Aeronautics Board Sunset 
Act of 1984 (Pub. L. 98-443) requires the 
Department of Transportation, under the 
amended authority of the Secretary of 
Transportation (49 U.S.C. 329(b)(1)). to 
"(1) collect and disseminate information 
on civil aeronautics (other than that 
collected and disseminated by the 
National Transportation Safety Board 
under Title VII of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1441, el seq.)) 
including, at a minimum information on 
(A) the origin and destination of 
passengers (as those terms arc used in 
such Act),. . The Department is 
examining its need for passenger origin 
and destination data and tentatively 
proposes that, for certain large domestic 
city-pair markets, a sample size smaller 
than 10% of lifted tickets is sufficient to 
meet its legislative mandate. Based on 
this analysis. DOT suggests reduction of 
the data collection burden to the large 
certificated air carrier participants in the 
Passenger Origin-Destination (O 8 D) 
Survey by: 

(1) Eliminating the provision in 14 CFR 
Part 241. Sec. 19-7(c) that “A 10 percent 
sample of flight coupons shall be 
collected for reporting . . .; H and 
requiring that O A D Survey data be 
based upon a statistically valid sample 
of lifted ticket passenger flight 
coupons—or an alternate procedure, 1 


'Regarding alternate procedures. th«? Department 
Is open to consideration of new technology and 
mere flexible modem Approach** to providing the 
requited O h D data For instunce. while no one ha* 
a* yet suggested an alternate O 4 D data source, 
there may be other sources that are |u«t a* good as 
In Let*, to the templing procedure* do not have to 
be forever tied to Idled tickets. With the rapid 
advance* in automation of computet reservation* 
system (CRS) data, it may in the future lie possible 
for each large carrier to use the CRS data hose for 
Origin Destination sampling Data validity problems 
m.»y bo a factor, since some carriers’ CHS data may 
be distorted by no-show* und treket reissusoce* 
nnleta the preliminary reservation* data are 
conformed to actual experience (the final passenger 
counts and the related lore codes and monies (fold 
for each ticket) including the flight* of downline 
carriers. S»nce some major earner* do actively edit 
such data und u*e the results in their advance 
aulas/scat inventory management program*. DOT 
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requested in writing by the carrier, that 
is approved by the Director. Office of 
Aviation Information Management. 
RSPA, pursuant to the authority in 14 
CHI 385.27 and the established waiver 
procedures in section 1-2 of 14 CFR Part 
241; and 

(2) Defining (in the Department’s 
opinion) n statistically valid sample, and 
requiring any deviations from this 
definition to be approved In writing, 
under the waiver procedures In section 
1-2 of 14 CFR Part 241. 

The Department has tentatively 
determined that a statistically valid 
sample of the passengers* * lifted ticket 
flight coupons shall consist of at least 
1'H- (one percent) of the lifted coupons in 
the largest domestic markets and 10% of 
other*—including domestic, 
international and territorial markets. 
However* carriers may collect larger 
sample sixes, if such data arc needed for 
their own internal purposes. If carriers 
want to continue to report the current 
10% sample size, the provisions of 14 
Cm 305.27 permit such a flexible 
response. Therefore, if a smaller sample 
size is ultimately adopted at the 
conclusion of this rulemaking process, 
and carriers wish to make no changes in 
their current procedures, they may do so 
by obtaining a waiver from the Director. 
Office of Aviation Information 
Management. 

Inscription of Current Surrey 

Participation in the O 8 D Survey is 
mandatory for all large U.S. certificated 
air carriers operating scheduled 
passenger service, except helicopter and 
intra-Alaska carriers. As of March 31. 
1P85, fifty-one large certificated 
carriers 3 (about half of all certificated 
carriers) were required to report O a D 
Survey data. 1 hose carriers excluded 
from the Survey include all-charter 
carriers and all-cargo carriers and small 
certificated carriers. The fifty -one large 
businesses in the Survey are all in the 
category of regional, national or major 
air carriers. 


4JU rtVMMi I a bthctrr lk*l CKSiImU •* mi 
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1 •oitfttiUM-m TH* rnni-ni * DOT* 

rrt|niri mi'fU locolUr.l Ih# O h DSVlty. In 
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O & D Survey data are collected 
based on a continuous 10% statistical 
sample of all lifted ticket flight coupons 
Under current sampling procedures, 
carriers are to select for examination the 
following flight coupons: 

1. All single passenger flight coupons 
w ith ticket serial numbers ending with 
the digit zero. 

2. All group ticket flight coupons with 

10 or fewer passengers with ticket serial 
numbers ending with the digit zero. 

3. All group ticket flight coupons with 

11 or more passengers without regard to 
serial number. 

In certain special situations a 100 
percent sample may be taken at the 
carrier's option with prior Departmental 
approval. Refer to Attachment IV for the 
Survey design, sampling, processing 
procedures, etc. A brief history of the 
O 8 D Survey is provided below. 

The current procedures for a 10% 
sample of passenger’s lifted ticket flight 
coupons have been in effect since 1968. 

It should be noted that while the 10% 
sample size of lifted ticket flight 
coupons is the primary sampling 
strategy in the current system, the O & R 
Survey “Instructions" in 1966 and 
thereafter do provide special handling 
procedures for certain mass movement 
tickets (such as the Eastern shuttle and 
group tickets). In such situations, other 
sampling strategies have been found to 
I*.* appropriate, including a 100% sample. 
The focus of this proposal is on the 
primary or 10% sampling strategy. 

The use of a 10% sample was first 
instituted on January 1,1959,* however, 
until January 1.1968, the 10*% sample 
size was essentially based upon the 
participating carriers* ticket •’auditor" 
coupon rather than the lifted flight 
coupon (although the participating 
carriers did report some incomplete data 
on nonparticipating carriers, based upon 
the participating carriers* "ticket lifts" of 
the flight coupons of nonpartidpating 
curriers). The switch from sampling the 
"auditor" coupon to the lifted flight 
coupon solved the data accuracy 
problem caused by passengers who 
reserved o flight on one itinerary 
routing, but then changed to a different 
itinerary routing. It also avoided 


distortions caused by "no-shows" and 
reissued tickets. Because of this the 
current Survey shows how the 
passenger actually traveled, rather than 
an initial intent or officol schedule. Prior 
to 1959. there were also various 
predecessor versions of the Survey that 
were collected and published at various 
intervals and in varying sample sizes. In 
the early years of the Surv ey it was 
common to sample twice a year in 
March and September for a whole 
month or fourteen day perod. For 
instance, in 1940. when it was called the 
“AIRLINE TRAFFIC SURVEY." the 
Surv ey was based on all tickets issued 
during the month of September 1940. 
Then, as now, the sharing of the O & D 
data in cooperation with Canada was an 
important consideration of the Survey. 
Canada and the U.S. have exchanged 
such data for more than thirty years, 
and Article 14. Section B of the 
continuing 1960 Air Transportation 
Agreement between the U.S. and 
Canada reaffirms the established 
practice of exchanging Origin- 
Destinalion data. 

While the prior Surveys had 
advantages of limited burden due to 
limited sampling, there also were 
disadvantages in interpreting the data 
and defining its reliability or precision. 
One obvious problem was how to 
project a sample for a brief period of 
time, such us one month, to a longer 
period, such as a year, because of truffle 
seasonality and the volatile nature of 
passenger traffic in the air traffic system 
as a whole. 

Thus, a continuous sample, such as 
the current 10% sample size, is 
considered more representative of the 
passenger traffic population. Further, the 
precision of the estimates may not be 
defined, as they could not be in the 
1930’s and 1940’s. Instead of just 
reporting an estimate in hypothetical 
case that 1.000 passengers comprise the 
market between hypothetical cities 00A 
and UOB, it is now' possible to state that, 
on the basis of a systematic sample, 
data users arc almost sure (with a 
confidence level of 95%) of the 
experience shown in the following table. 
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The impact of the loss of precision in 
estimating the total population is vividly 
demonstrated at the 5% and 1% sampling 
levels. These examples also 
demonstrate why the Department 
proposes to adopt stratified sampling 
and not disturb the current 10% sample 
size for markets as small as one 
thousand passengers per year—since 
data from such markets are already 
subject to significant sampling error. 
However, the Department’s program 
staff have determined that the current 
sample size docs produce tolerable 
sampling error rates in small markets 
above four passengers per day on an 
annual basis. As explained more fully in 
Attachment V. data with a large rote of 
sampling error, such as those from very 
tiny markets become? too imprecise for 
most users. Such duta must be used 
cautiously, with complete understanding 
of its lack of precision. 

In the above calculations, with a 1% 
sample size, the passenger traffic flow 
OOA-OOB has been identified as a 
significant market of interest; however, 
it is critical to note that the “true** total 
passenger count and other market 
characteristics fit within a much wider 
range than a larger sample would 
provide. Whatever the sample size 
selected, the ability to state such facts 
with precision is an important aspect of 
the current Survey. For more precise 
determinations of passenger counts and 
for dollar yield market valuation 
analyses, it is clear that a 10% sample 
size gives more precise market data than 
does a 1% sample size for small markets. 
In this proposal, small markets of 1.000 
passengers or less per year are not 
affected. In fuel, the Department’s 
proposal retains the currrent 10% sample 
size for all markets except for domestic 
major markets of more than 55.000 
passengers per year, as shown on 
Attachment 11. 

The decision to adopt the current 
Survey procedures in 1908, and to 
continue using a 10% sample size, was 
made in full coordination with the air 
carriers and data users, because 
participation in the Survey was 
completely voluntary in 1968. The 
Survey did not become mandatory until 
January 1. 1981, when Amendment No. 

41 to 14 CFR Part 241 (Docket 37088) 
became effective. This action was taken 
in full compliance with the 
Administrative Procedures Act A notice 
of proposed rulemaking was issued to 
consider the growing problems of 
voluntary compliance in a deregulated 
industry, and a mandatory reporting 
procedure was found necessary at the 
conclusion of the rulemaking process. 
Basically, the industry (which then was 


represented by less than thirty carriers) 
and the Civil Aeronautics Board (which 
collected OSD data prior to January 1, 
1985) and the user groups combined 
resources to develop the voluntary 
Survey. With the least burdensome 
siitnple size possible to provide the 
desired precision, it was designed to 
replicate, and continuously portray, 
what was happening in the whole air 
transport system—insofar us that could 
be ascertained from U.S. curriers, since 
no foreign carriers were sampled. As an 
aside, it is noted that foreign carrier 
data and data of other U.S. carriers not 
participating in the Survey (such as 
commuters and air taxis) are 
represented (incompletely) in the 
Survey, because their passengers often 
interline with (ot share a portion of a 
trip itinerury on a ticket coupon) with a 
large U.S. carrier participating in the 
Survey. 

The fact is that the current Survey 
rocedures were designed so os to 
alance carrier burden against the 
quality of Survey data collected in order 
to provide useful data for both small and 
large markets. It is important to note 
that many carriers have insisted 
repeatedly (most recently in Docket 
37088) that a 10% sample is necessary to 
provide valid data on the total 
population of “thin” markets, because 
even a 10% sample borders on the “too 
small” in terms of unacceptably large 
sampling error for passenger markets of 
about a thousand per year or several per 
day. A table of the approximate 
percentage of sampling error of the 
current Survey is included in 
Attachment V. which contains a 
mathematical description of the Survey. 
An important attraction of using a 10% 
sample is its simplicity of administration 
without requiring stratified sampling or 
other complex procedures. 

In summary, any decision as to 
sample size in the context of scientific 
sampling is a judgment call or 
management decision that by its very 
definition prescribes the most efficient 
(or least burdensome) sample size 
necessary to meet certain prescribed 
objectives. Statisticians indicate that the 
number count of a sample when 
evaluated against the total population 
(rather than its percent relationship) is 
the better indicator of the sample's 
potential usefulness. A 10% sample of a 
small population of 1.000 may not be as 
meaningful us a 1% sample of a larger 
population such as 500.000. The 
important question that must be 
resolved in setting the objectives of the 
sample are the limits of precision that 
are necessary. Since the O & D Survey 
today. «s in 1908, continues to have 


among its objectives the need to obtain 
valid data within tolerable sampling 
error rates for very small markets, a 
broad sample size as 10% is required for 
smaller markets. In the Department’s 
judgment, a 10% sample size is the 
smallest sample size that will provide 
useful data on the smaller markets /.e. # 
those dow n to the size of about four 
passengers per day. 

In developing this notice of proposed 
rulemaking, the Department as the 
central government source for aviation 
data, conducted a comprehensive 
review of the data elements 4 currently 
reported by all carriers on the O & D 
Survey (RSPA Form 2787) in order to 
determine what data elements the 
Department needs to administer its 
various aviation responsibilities, 
including air carrier safety, airport 
development and planning, carrier 
fitness, international fares and routes, 
and forecasting. The review was 
conducted by RSPA's Office of Aviation 
Information Management fOAlM) 
whose staff members met with the 
senior aviation program managers in the 
Office of the Secretary. DOT. and the 
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) 
in order to determine: (1) What O A D 
Survey data elements are relied on for 
decisionmaking in aviation related 
matters: (2) what DOT programs are 
benefitted; (3) what is the frequency of 
data use; (4) what data arc needed by 
entity;* * (5) what domestic entity data 
are needed; and (6) what alternative 
sources of data are available for 
meeting DOT information requirements. 

Data Requirements 

Air Carrier Safety 

The Department is responsible for 
monitoring the safety levels and 
regulatory compliance disposition of 
individual air carrier operators. The 
financial and traffic results of individual 
«ir carriers arc analyzed at least 
quarterly and the FAA Administrator is 
kept informed of the financial and 
operational health of carrier operators. 
Passenger traffic flow information is one 
of the factors that is used by the FAA in 
allocating its safety inspection program 
resources to the various inspection sites. 

O A D data elements needed are 
domestic and international passengers* 


• Dfcttn pktncfll * a dint met or ulnxli? p»ece of 
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origin and destination from a 
statistically valid sample size. 

In (emotional Negotiations 

The ten portent O ft D Survey 
supports a wide range of international 
civil aviation negotiations, talks, and 
conferences and supports the United 
States in areas ranging from carrier 
market capacity to comprehensive 
economic “balance of benefits” 
positions. 

The Survey is the basic source of 
scheduled passenger measurement in: a) 
Evaluations of nefrd for proposed 
gateways or increased service at 
existing gateways as well as in the 
estimate of behind “feed” traffic from 
small and intermediate sized cities: h) 
estimates of Fifth Freedom® traffic 
moving on U.S. carriers in foreign 
markets (between foreign points) and an 
indication as to traffic carried by foreign 
carriers between the United States and 
third countries; and c) estimates of 
passenger revenue by fare class and 
fare category in major United Slates 
international markets. 

These analyses combine information 
from the O & D Survey. Forms 41 and 
217, INS Form 1-92 and airborne trade 
data from the Bureau of Census. 

Ongoing analysis of these information 
sources measure the benefits of existing 
agreements and provide warning of 
future problem areas. 

O ft D data elements needed are; 
lnt. OKiD data for international entity 
Dom. O ft L) data for‘domestic entity 

1. Point of origin 

2. Point of destination 

3. Carrier on each flight coupon stage 

4. Fare basis code, such as F qr Y, FD 
or YD (up to six codes in a two position 
field) 

5. Points of stopover or connection 
(intraline or interline) 

0. Number of passengers 

7. Total dollar value of ticket (fare 
plus tax) 

international Fart's (rnl Ratos 

O St D Survey data ore an important 
data source for evaluating pricing 
articles in bilateral aviation agreements. 
The Survey provides insight into the 
volume of traffic revenue moving on 
specific fare codes, and the yield 
(passenger revenue per revenue 
passenger mile) in the community(s) of 
interest. The partial insight into fares 
used by foreign carriers (which are 


% TKt* it kiffic type* of bread 
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reflected in the Survey to the extent that 
the foreign carriers interline with U.S. 
carriers) is also important to this 
International program urea. 

The O & D Survey data elements 
needed are; 

lnt. O ft D data on International entities 

1. Point of origin 

2. Point of destination 

3. Carrier on each flight coupon stage 

4. Fare basis code 

ft. Number of passengers 

7. Total dollar value of ticket (fare 
plus tax) 

International Routes 

In carrier selection cases for 
international routes, the carriers include 
an operating plan containing proposed 
pricing and detailed costs. Current and 
historical cost data for carriers with the 
same aircraft type, type of service and 
lertgth of haul are used to analyze the 
proposed operating plan. This review 
provides evidence concerning the 
reliability of management forecasts, 
including an evaluation of the proposed 
fare levels. 

In reviewing an operating plan, the 
Department examines the carrier's 
revenue generation estimates by 
analyzing historical fare levels and 
projecting traffic patterns (seasonality). 
Also reviewed are the current and 
projected passenger traffic flows and 
the related yield (passenger revenues 
expressed in cents per revenue 
passenger-mile) as reported by the 
carriers participating in the O A D 
Survey. In a route case where a carrier 
proposes “primary serv ice” and “behind 
gateway" service, by taking an existing 
flight and extending it from points A-B 
to C. O ft D data are necessary to 
evaluate the projected volume of 
passenger traffic that will be carried 
over the primary (B-C) segment and 
revenue generated by that traffic. The 
timely, consistent, credible O ft D data 
provide evidence to support a 
determination of whether there is 
enough “support" traffic or “beyond" 
traffic at adequate fares feeding into or 
flowing from the proposed route to 
generate the projected revenues. 

The historical O ft D data are also 
used to evaluate passenger flows and 
the dollar worth of passenger murkets 
with respect to seasonal factors as well 
as long-term trend analyses. It is 
important to have O ft D data available 
on a timely basis to respond to short- 
notice administrative proceedings 
(where procedural deadlines of several 
months are mandated by the Federal 
Aviation Act). The fact that O ft I) data 
are universally credible so as to be 
accepted as reliable evidence in court 
and administrative proceedings with a 


minimum of legal debate as to the form, 
content and reliability of the data 
further enhances the usefulness of the 
Survey. 

Reliable O ft D data are needed for 
very small markets (as few as 1,000 
passengers per year) in estimating traffic 
in both the primary and beyond 
markets. Fare basis coding and dollur 
amount of ticket data are also employed 
in estimating revenues likely to accrue 
to the various carrier route applicants. 
Such assessments are at the heart of the 
carrier selection process, indicating to 
DOT decision-makers whether the 
carrier applicant’s proposed fare and 
service levels are reasonable in view of 
market conditions. Absent reliable 
O ft D data. DOFs ability to select the 
carrier applicant that will best serve 
U.S. aviation interests would be 
severely undercut. 

The O ft D Survey data elements 
needed in route cases are; 
lnt. O ft D data on International entities 
Dom. O ft D data on Domestic entities 

1. Point of origin 

Z Point of destination 

3. Carrier on each flight stage (per the 
lifted ticket flight coupon) 

4. Fare basis code 

5. Points of stopover or connection 
(intraline and interline) 

6. Number of passengers 

7. Total dollar value of ticket 

Applications for Permits by Foreign 
Comers 

Foreign carrier applications include a 
forecast of the total traffic and financial 
results of the proposed services for the 
first full year of normal operations as 
well as the supporting data employed to 
calculate the financial forecast. Data 
reported by certificated U.S. carriers 
with the same or similar aircraft type 
and characteristics such as fare levels, 
class of service and length of haul aie 
used to analyze the validity of the 
foreign carrier’s data submission. 

O ft D Survey data are important to 
this program area, because the Survey is 
a valuable source of partial information 
on foreign carriers* passenger markets 
(and the estimated value of those 
markets) and it also provides timely 
information on U.S. carriers’ share ol 
such communities of interest. 

The O ft D Survey is it basic tool used 
by the Department to monitor city-pair 
markets (communities of interest 
between the U.S. and foreign countries) 
and the monetary value (yield stated as 
cents per revenue passenger-mile) of the 
passengers in such markets. 

The O ft D data elements that are 
needed are: 

lnt. O ft D data on International entities 







42874 Federal Register / Vol. 50, No. 204 / Tuesday. October 22. 


Dom. OKI) data on Domestic entities 

1. Point of origin 

2. Point of destination 

3. Carrier on each flight coupon stage 

4. Fare basis code 

5. Points of stopover or connection 
(intraline and interline) 

6. Number of passengers 

7. Total dollar vnlue of ticket 

Air Carrier Fitness 

New Authority or Substantial Changes 

Fitness determinations are mode for 
applicants for certificate authority that 
are not currently certificated and for 
established air carriers proposing a 
substantial change in operations. 

Nonccrtificalcd applicants are 
required under 14 CFR Part 204 to file 
with the Department a balance sheet 
and income statement for their three 
most recent calendar or fiscal years. 

Also required arc data on aircraft 
inventory and aircraft purchase plans. 
Filing requirements also include, among 
other things, the number of passengers 
and number of tons of mail and cargo 
carried and the estimated traffic that 
would be generated in each market 
receiving the proposed service. 
Evaluations of such service proposals 
und forecasts by DOT decisiormakers 
rely heavily on O A D Survey data 
because the Survey permits the market 
analyses that are discussed in the routes 
and negotiations areas. 

The data submitted by the applicants 
are compared to the revenue, expense 
and operating data for a carrier or 
carriers with the same aircraft type and 
similar operating characteristics such as 
length of haul and available class of 
service and fares. This comparative 
review of the proposed operating plan 
indicates the reliability of the submitted 
forecasts ami at the same time, 
provides additional evidence concerning 
the competency of management. 

Certificated air carriers that seek to 
substantially change their operations 
must also undergo fitness determination 
Section 204.2 of the Department’s 
Economic Regulations defines 
"substantial change in operations" 39 
including, but not limited to. changes in 
operations from charter to scheduled 
service, cargo to passenger service, 
short-haul service to long-haul service, 
or a large increase in the number of 
markets served. Air carrier* falling 
within this category are required under 
$ 204.4(g) to provide a description of 
their current aircraft fleet and plans, 
including financing arrangements, for 
purchasing or leasing additional aircraft. 

Section 204 4(f) provides for the 
submission of an operating forecast for 
the first normalized year of proposed 


operations, including, among other 
things, the number of passengers and 
number of tons of mail and cargo carried 
and an estimate of the traffic which 
would be genenited in each market 
receiving the proposed service. 

As with non certificated carriers 
undergoing a fitness determination, the 
data submitted by carriers proposing a 
significant change in operations are also 
compared to reported data by other 
carriers operating the same aircroft typo 
and having similar operating 
characteristics. 

It should be noted that the 
Department's regulations On the data to 
be filed in fitness determinations are 
formulated so as to minimize the data 
collection burden by providing that 
where the required data have been 
previously filed with the Department or 
another Federal agency (from which the 
data arc available to the Department), 
the affected carrier need only identify 
the data and provide a citation for the 
date and place of filing. 

O A D Survey datu elements needed 
are: 

tnt. O A D data Tor the Internationa) 

entity 

Dom. O & D data for the Domestic entity 

1 Point of origin 

2. Point of destination 

3. Carrier on each flight coupon stage 

4. Fare basis code 

5. Points of stopover or connection 
(intraline and interline) 

6. Number of passengers 

7. Total dollar value of ticket (fare 
plus tax) 

Continuing Fitness 

Section 401(r) of the Act mamiates 
that ‘the requirement that each 
applicant for a certificate or any other 
authority under this title must he found 
fit. willing and able to perforin properly 
the transportation covered by its 
application, and to conform to the 
provisions of this Act and the rules, 
regulations, and requirements of the 
Board under this Act, shall be a 
continuing requirement applicable to 
each such air carrier with relied to the 
transportation authorized by the 
Board," 1 

As indicated above, the continuing 
fitness requirement applies to all 
certificated air carriers. In evaluating an 
operating earner's fitness to perform its 
authorized levels of transportation, the 
Department requires certain basic 


* “TUta** rrfer* to Tttto IV ’Air furrier Reonowito: 
' of the i) Avijlioo Art of ISOS. i» 
ttmendtti Th* authority of IH* TVi-trd" lo 
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Transportation mi funoary 1.1*8$. uixi*:r iho 
provisions of the Civil A«*rorfct»*rtc» Surtvt 

Act of HUM 
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passenger traffic flow data. O A D 
Survey datu are used to establish trend 
lines that may be extended into the 
future to analyze the continued viability 
of the air transportation enterprise. 

Certificated air carriers that have not 
begun operating within two years of 
certification are subject to a continuing 
fitness review before starling service. 

O A D Survey data elements needed 
are: 

Int. O A D data for the International 

entity 

Dom. O A D data for the Domestic entity 

1. Point of origin 

2. Point of destination 

3. Cameron each flight coupon stage 

4. Fare basis code 

5. Points of stopover or connection 
(intraline and interline) 

6. Number of passangiT* 

7. Total dollar value of ticket (fare 
plus tax) 

Airport Programs 

The Department uses carrier data for 
(1) Allocating Federal funds for airport 
development. 12J assessing the current 
level of airport security personnel and 
equipment and forecasting future 
requirements fn this area. (3) projecting 
the anticipated level of activity for 
individual airports to forecast future 
requirements for airport facilities and 
staffing levels, and (4) assessing the 
level and frequency of service at 
individual airports in order to determine 
the environmental noise impact of 
carrier operations. 

The Airport and Airway improvement 
Act of 19ti2 (Pub. L R7-24H) specifies 
that fifty percent of the Federal funds 
allocated shall be distributed to primary 
airports on the basis of revenue 
pnssengt?rs enplaned each calendar year 
immediately preceding the fiscal year in 
which the funds are appropriated. 
Revenue passenger enplanements by 
airport, which are reported by 
certificated air carriers, are used to both 
calculate the initial allocation of funds 
to the affected airports and resolve 
questions that may arise during the 
calendar year us to the level of 
enplanemenfs used to disburse the 
Federal monies. O A D Survey data are 
used in this question resolution process 
in the event that reliable enplanements 
are nol available and inputs from 
carriers or airports do not resolve the 
problem. It is critical that a reliable, 
certified, source of data be available for 
computing fund allocations since aettous 
disruptions in individual airport 
planning, development and funding 
commitments could occur should funds 
be muallocated and the Department 
forced to seek recovery. 
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The Airport planning prnjjriirn luis a 
. continuous need for O ft U Survey ditto 
lo determine the impact of true origin 
destination passenger flows on airports 
and to spot trends for growth and 
development in spec ific markets. O & 0 
data arc used for airport planning 
analysis by enabling the Department to 
keep up with market developments such 
as the impact on particular airports of 
air carrier “hub and spoke” operations, 
and thcjmpuct of new or decmphiisized 
hubs, and related operational 
realignments. It should be noted that 
some significant airports might not be 
able to survive on their own if they were 
relying only on passengers first 
enplaned at those facilities—as opposed 
to the much huger number of “through” 
passengers flowing through such 
airports. OKU data are necessary for 
DOT to ascertain when sut h 
passengers came from, where they are 
going, and the revenue from such 
passenger markets. A 10sample of 
tickets is needed lo ensure reliable data 
on small city-paii markets 

The Department uses O & I) Survey 
data in its hub airports forecasting 
program. Reliable historical passenger 
counts are required to accurately 
forecast passenger flows between city 
pairs for each hub airport Once again a 
10% sample of tickets is needed to 
obtain data that are reliable enough to 
use in forecasting many of the smaller 
city pairs. 

The O k U Survey data elements 
needed for airport forecasting and 
airport planning are: 

Int. C) ft D dala for the International 

entity 

Dorn. O ft D data for the Domestic entity 

1. Point of origin 

2. Point of destination 

3. Carrier on each flight coupon stage 

5. Points of stopover or connection 

lintraline and interline) 

0. Number of passengers 

Air Carrier Acquisitions and Mergers 

Air carrier acquisition and merger 
proposals are reviewed to determine if 
there are any potential anti-competitive 
effects applicable to a specific proposal. 
In determining potential anti¬ 
competitive or anti-trust implications, 
the degree of competition in the markets 
served by the affected carriers is 
analyzed. This analysis includes a 
review of the volume of traffic handled 
by each carrier at specific airports and 
in specific markets w hich would be 
affected by the proposed acquisition or 
merger. 

tn domestic markets, theoretically, no 
one carder can indefinitely dominate a 
market where other competing carriers 
art free lo enter the marketplace. In 


acquisition and merger proposals, 
careful analyses of factors which may 
inhibit free competition are necessary. 
One of the primary tools of such market 
analyses is the () ft D data which are 
necessary to establish the impact on 
specific markets of proposed nir cmrier 
combinations. 

The 10V. sample of tickets is 
necessary to analyze the potential loss 
of passenger traffic when the 
Department determines whether to 
approve airline mergers and 
acquisitions, because small city-pair 
markets are often key elements in such 
analyses. A smaller sample size has the 
potential for providing unreliable data In 
such small markets and would preclude 
an adequate competitive analysis. 

O ft D Survey data elements needed 
are: 

Int. O ft D datu for the International 
entity 

Dom. 6 ft D duta for the Domestic entity 

1. Point of origin 

2. Point of destination 

3. Carrier on each flight coupon stage 
4 Parc basis code 

5. Points of stopover or connection 
(inlraline and interline) 

0. Number of passengers 
7. Total dollar value of ticket (fare 
plus tax) 

War Air Service Program 

In a time of national emergency, the 
Survey would be used to define major or 
critical markets arid minor markets, and 
to allocate mobilized U.S. air carrier 
aircraft resources accordingly. 

The O ft D Survey data elements 
needed: 

Int. O ft D data for the Internationa) 
entity 

Dom. O ft D data for the Domestic entity 
1. Point of origin 
2 Point of destination 
3. Carrier on each flight coupon stage 
5. Points of stopover or connection 
(intraline and interline) 

B. Number of passengers 

Data Collection Alternatives 

In addition to analyzing various data 
collection alternatives, the Department 
reviewed existing data sources that 
might be used In lieu of passenger ticket 
lifted flight coupons to provide O ft D- 
like data. An inherent problem that was 
discovered with data sources was that 
they do not pruvidc a complete picture 
of the passenger traffic flows. In other 
words, when the passenger changes 
flights or changes carriers, you “lose” 
the passenger's true trip itinerary' 
routing and are “blinded” as to where 
the passenger came from (origin) and 
the passenger's destination. 
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To Illustrate this concept, if these 
potential alternate sources (such as 
Form 290-C. Form 41 Service Segment/ 
T-9 Data or INS Form 1-92. which are 
described in more detail below*) were 
the only information available on airline 
passenger travel markets, one might 
conclude, erroneously, that the bulk of 
the air carriers' passengers were only 
interested in traveling between large 
cities, such as Los Angeles-Chlcago and 
Chicago-New York. In fact, of course, 
the trae passenger markets may be 
masked or obscured by the airlines “hub 
and spoke” operations—which group 
large banks of their flights at a major 
hub such as Chicago. A passenger who 
flics Los AngelcsChicugo-New York on 
two different carriers or two different 
flights may have only traveled that route 
since the flights operate that way; if the 
passenger really wanted to travel from 
Ix)s Angeles to New York, that is the 
“true" O ft D. Other potential data 
sources, such as Service Segment, are 
deficient in that they cannot discern this 
true O ft D; only the Survey can. 

The* O ft D Survey's continuous 
sampling of u few basic items from 
passengers’ tickets is an efficient way to 
portray the intricate web of 
relationships in the extremely fluid, 
complex universe of constantly shifting 
passenger traffic flows and corrier 
service patterns. The following data 
sources do satisfy valid Departmental 
requirements for point-to-point traffic 
data, but are blind to true O & D and do 
not offer the market insight of O ft D 
data, which the Department needs to 
administer its aviation responsibilities. 

Commuter Online OP D from Form 298- 
C Schedule T-l 

This form contains for a particular 
carrier the online (which means data for 
that carrier’s routes and flights) origin 
and destination of the passengers it 
transports on a 100% basis. It discloses, 
to use a fictitious example, that 
ATTLAIR AIR transported 1.000 
passengers from Origin Airport Code 
ATL (Atlanta) to Destination Airport 
Code MYR (Myrtle Beach) during the 
September quarter. From the available 
technology, DOT would be unable to 
justify even considering this type of 
report for the large carriers, because it i 9 
a 100% sample. It is appropriate for the 
small commuters and for small 
certificated carriers, because of the 
small size of their operations, but would 
be totally impracticable for the large 
certificated carriers. Probably the most 
significant problem, howdver. (as 
discussed in the preceding paragraph) is 
the fact the Form 29B-C Schedule T-l 
does not show true passenger origin- 
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destination data, so it cannot satisfy the 
Survey’s objectives in that regard 
without placing significant new burdens 
on the carriers affected. 

Service Segment Data fSSDf/Form 41, 
Schedule T-9 "Nonstop Market Report ” 

SSD disclose the passenger flows in 
terms of passengers enplaned and 
transported between a pair of airport 
points. The Form 41. Schedule T-9 is 
basically a non-automated version of 
the SSD. While the date available front 
these sources are superficially similar to 
the O ft D Survey passenger count, there 
are very significant differences. These 
result from the same basic data flaw as 
afflicts the Form 298-C, Schedule T-1 
data and the Immigration and 
Naturalization Service’s Form 1-92: 
namely. Service Segment/T-9 Data do 
not show true passenger origin- 
destination and trip itinerary routing. 

For instance, a gross comparison on a 
carrier-by-catTier busis of the O ft D 
Survey passenger count data with the 
passenger enplanements from the Form 
41 *T“ schedules reveals that the 
directional O ft D passenger count data 
(when “blown up” by a factor of 10. 
because the “DOD” or directional O ft D 
Survey data are stated as a ten percent 
sample) are about half (50%) or less of 
the Form 41 enplanement data. This is 
consistent with logic. The Form 41 ”T* 
schedule passenger enplanements 
should be higher than the O ft D Survey 
passenger count, because several 
enplanements may be accomplished in a 
single passenger movement (the origin- 
destination of a trip itinerary). This 
difference illustrates the unique nature 
of the Survey and its value in assessing 
and interpreting passenger traffic flows; 
such insights into “true” passenger 
traffic flows are not available from any 
other comparable source that would 
piovide as reliable, cost-effective data. 

Internationa! Passenger Data from INS 

The passenger data collected by the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 
of the Justice Department have some * 
potential as alternate data sources 
providing apparently similar information 
on passenger traffic flows. However, 
these data suffer from the same basic 
deficiencies as Service Segment/T-9 
Data, providing point-to-point city-pair 
data (for example, passengers from a 
“gateway” uty such as 1 louston to a 
major foreign “gateway” such as 
Loudon). The problem with lbe.se data is 
that the passengers may have come, in 
part from cities sun mi ml mg Houston, 
but the INS data may be “blind” as to 
where those passengers came from (the 
traffic “feed” to Houston from the 
surrounding communities of interest). 


The INS data may also be “blind” as to 
where the passengers traveled beyond 
London. Since foreign gateways such as 
London and Paris are often only 
intermediate stops in passengers' trips. 
INS data, while useful, do not wholly 
meet the Department’s needs. The 
primary origins and the ultimate 
destinations as well as the fare/doilars 
of the “beyond traffic” passengers are 
critical components in many 
international negotiations and route 
awards. Since INS data do not satisfy 
these DOT program needs in their 
present format, such data cannot 
substitute for the O ft D Survey. INS 
duta include the following data items: 
Airline 

Flight number 

Port of arrival/departure 

Date of arrival/departure 

Last foreign port before arrival 

First foreign port before departure 

Passengers (U.S. Alien. Total) 

Airport where passenger boarded 
Type of transport (U.S. Military. 
Commercial-Scheduled or 
Chartered, and Foreign Military) 

In order for the INS Forms 1-94 and I- 
92 to supply O ft D-like statistics 
(although the data would be on a 100% 
sample basis, which is inherently more 
burdensome than the O ft D Survey’s 
scientific statistical sampling 
techniques), the INS Forms would have 
to show data on: 

The price or total dollar value of 
tickets (fare plus tax) 

The fare basis code (coach, first class. 

disequnt, military, etc.) 

The carrier!*) used, since more than 
one currier is often used in a 
passenger's trip itinerary 
The passengers’ city of origin 
The passengers' city of destination 
Intermediate stops (interline and 
intraline connections, and ground 
travel or break in the itinerary). 
Among the most valuable data 
elements of the O ft D Survey are the 
ticket dollar value and fare basis code 
items, which permit the Department to 
determine the passenger revenues 
related to particular markets, expressed 
as a passenger revenue yield (cents per 
revenue passenger-mile). 

Basically, these data sources (INS 
data and O ft D) are both useful for 
analysis purposes, but neither data 
system obviates the need for the other. 
Although these may be used to 
corroborate one another at certain 
points (passenger counts U.S. gateway 
to foreign gateway), this docs not 
indicate that either may completely 
substitute for the other, because their 
basic design objectives are different. 
While the INS data are useful to the 


Department, the data do not show true 
passenger origin-destination, pussenger 
routings, and passenger trip/market 
value permitting yield analysis, which 
are all essential data for the 
Department’s various programs, os 
documented under the DATA 
REQUIREMENTS caption. In summary, 
these INS data do not appear to offer 
uny potential for replacing the O ft D 
Survey. 

The Official Airline Guide (OAG) Flight 
Schedules 

Similarly, the Official Airline Guide 
data on the actual flight schedules that 
U.S. and foreign carriers offer to the 
public are extremely useful ddta—but 
flight schedules (that show available 
capacity that passengers may purchase) 
are completely different from actual 
passenger traffic flow data. Since 
passenger load factor (the percentage of 
the seats offered for sale on a flight 
segment that wen? actually purchased 
and occupied by passengers) may range 
from 100% in certain time slots on some 
heavily traveled routes (such as 
between major U.S. gateway cities and 
major foreign gateway cities) to only a 
fraction of available capacity (such as 
only Vi or fewer of the seats occupied) 
on some of the other city-pair markets, 
there may be a vast difference betw#?en 
capacity offered (the OAG flight 
schedules) and actual performance (the 
true passenger count and market value 
of a particular passenger trip stage of a 
flight itinerary). Many Departmental 
decisions hinge on precisely this issue— 
how balanced are the offerings of 
available capacity versus actual traffic 
In a particular international city-pair 
market, nnd what precisely are the 
economic contributions, or liabilities, of 
“feed” and “beyond” traffic to the city- 
pair market. Absent the O A U Survey’s 
statistically valid data on actual 
passengers* origins, destinations, 
itinerary routings, and values of the 
markets, vital decisions either could not 
he made by the Department, or would 
be made in the vacuum created by the 
absence of reliable data. 

Voluntary reporting through trad*? 
associations or data utility firms such as 
the Air Transport Association. I. P. 
Sharp, or STSC. Inc. has also bt?rn 
considered by the Department and 
tentatively rejected due to the problems 
that have been experienf:ed in the past 
with earner compliance under voluntary 
systems. The CAB previously attempted 
to use a private sector firm for collecting 
small air carrier financial data for 
fitness determinations. The program had 
to be dropped due to a very low 
compliance rate. As to large air carriers, 
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the Passenger Origin and Destination 
Survey was for years a voluntary system 
between the participating carriers and 
the Federal government until the advent 
of deregulation and freer market entry. 
New entrants balked or refused to 
participate in the Survey with the 
p articipating carriers threatening to drop 
out if the newly certificated curriers did 
not join. Consequently, the CAB made 
tha system mandatory. Curriers have 
also expressed a preference for 
reporting to a governmental agency due 
to their concern over the confidentiality 
of their data in private sector hands. 

As can be seen from the above 
discuss on. none of these alternative 
data collection methods and data 
sourr es can tie used to satisfy the 
Department's requirement for "true" 
passenger How or tnp itinerary data. 

Data Collection Frequency 

Among the alternatives considered by 
the Department was a change in the 
collection frequency of the O A D data. 
As noted previously, the most recent 
major revisions to the Survey (in 1959 
and in 1908) provided for a continuous 
quarterly 10 percent sample in order to 
provide the ability to project the sample 
characteristics to the sampled 
population. The capability to project 
sample results is essential to meet the 
data requirements of the Department's 
aviation programs. The DOT review of 
these programs has also surfaced the 
need for retaining the current quarterly 
frequency' of reportng to meet critical 
program requirements for timely data on 
passenger itineraries and dollar amount 
of fores. For example, quarterly 
reporting is especially critical in the 
international program area which is 
concerned with tracking changes in 
traffic flows due to seasonality, carrier 
route changes und passenger 
preferences. 

Alternative sampling strategies 

In a further effort to consider potential 
methods for reducing reporting burden, 
the Department has utilized the services 
of a consulting statistician from the 
Transportation Systems Center to 
rex iew alternative sampling strategies. 
The statistician's review of the current 
Survey procedures is included in 
Attachment V. While the Department is 
considering alternative sampling 
strategies it also recognizes certain 
inherent drawbacks to changing the 
established procedures on nn industry¬ 
wide basis, as opposed to the carrier-by- 
carrier exception basis that has been 
employed to date; namely. 

(1) Initial Implementation Costs: One- 
shot initial procedural change costs and 
retraining of personnel to adopt the 


revised practices as opposed to "sunk” 
(absorbed) costs for current system, and 

(2) Continuing Professing Costs: 
Potential for alternative procedures to 
be more burdensome than the standard 
10% sample size requirements that they 
replace. Some carriers may be 
concerned about the potential costs and 
complexities that they may face if 
stratified sampling techniques are 
employed, even though such strata might 
lead to a reduction in the overall sample 
size— i.e., fewer tickets to be selected, 
processed and reported. 

Such information and public 
comments are among the input being 
requested to this notice of proposed 
rulemaking and this rulemaking gives 
the carriers the option of reducing 
burden—rather than forcing procedural 
changes on carriers. 

Based on the DOTs (1) need for a 
statistically valid sampling strategy that 
provides a reasonable sampling error 
rate for both large and small markets 
and (2) desire to reduce carrier reporting 
burden in handling an increasing volume 
of passenger ticket records/ the 
Department is considering reduction of 
the sample size for Domestic major city- 
pair markets to 156. based on the 
proposed stratified sampling procedures 
as defined in the revisions to O & D 
Survey reporting instructions provided 
as Attachment L 

However, the Department is willing to 
consider continuing procedures exactly 
a9 currently established, if the responses 
to the proposed rule indicate that is the 
most prudent and cost-effective course 
to preserve the quality of the O A D 
Survey data at an acceptable level of 
usefulness. 

Further, the Department is willing to 
consider any other options proposed by 
the public to modify the current system, 
provided that: 

(1) The suggested alternatives are not 
more burdensome than the current 
Survey system procedures, and 

(2) the proposed alternative meets the 
Department's data/information 
accuracy and timeliness needs (as 
defined under the program areas 
included in this rule), and it satisfies the 
treaty and legislative requirements 
described in this proposed rule. 

In considering reduction of the 
sampling of Domestic major city-pair 


* Suite 1S75, tht total number of fll^bl coupon 
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markets to the 156 level, the Department 
also reaffirms its continued need for a 
10% sample of flight coupons for 
International markets and small to 
medium Domestic markets. The 10% 
sample would ensure the continued 
availability of the data the Department 
needs to effectively administer its 
mandated aviation responsibilities. 

In its review of the current sampling 
procedures, the Department concluded 
that the International sample ts already 
bordering on a “too-small" sample size, 
because it is only a partial sample 
(excludes foreign carriers). Since the 
U.S. carriers which do participate in the 
O & D Survey may have less than a 
dominant position in the international 
markets, a 10% sample is necessary to 
compensate for nonparticipating foreign 
carriers. Further, there are already data 
losses of from one to two percentage 
points for some carriers due to error 
filtering, which reduces the 10% sample 
to one that is approximately 9% or less. 
Users also expressed concerns as to the 
effects of seasonality and the current 
reliability problems regarding fare data 
and dollar value—which they expect 
would be further compounded by the 
larger sampling error attributable to a 
smaller International sample size. These 
indications of user concerns for reliable 
datu dictate that a 10% sample size 
should be continued for International 
and Territorial markets. 

For the Domestic markets, it appears 
that a 1% sample would be adequate for 
the larger markets (such as the top 1.000 
city-pairs). The Transportation Systems 
Center (TSC) statistician has expressed 
the opinion that there is a certain size 
market where the issues of tolerable 
sampling error and data losses from 
error filtering are so minimal that u 1% 
sample would provide the Department 
with the degree of sample reliability it 
needs in ord»?r to properly administer its 
aviation responsibilities. Changing from 
a 10% sample size to a \% for such major 
domestic markets may still provide valid 
information that is within the 
Department's tolerable sampling error 
range. In recognition of this fact, the 
Department has developed a proposal 
for a stratified, systematic sample, to 
reduce any oversampling of these 
markets. 

In order to arrive at the proposed 
stratified systematic sample the TSC 
statistician converted the sampling error 
rates (SKR) for the current 10% sample 
of class A and class B passenger data 
(see Attachment VII), to an SEK fur a 
projected 1% sample, (one-tenth of the 
10 V sample), at the 95% confidence 
level. This was done by using a 
multiplier of 3.2 to convert the 10% SFJls 
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to the 1% SERs* since the square root 
(other things being equal) of the 10% 
sample size SERs is the 1% SERs. The 
reconstructed 1% sample SERs were 
then surveyed to determine a potential 
cutoff point below which markets would 
have an SER greater than the ±20%.. an 
estimate too imprecise for most users* 
purposes. The Department intents to 
establish the numb«- of major markets 
to which a 1% sampling rate will apply 
(now estimated at approximately 1.0C0) 
based on sampling error rates which ure 
acceptable to the users. The sampling 
error rates, however, must be based not 
only on passenger data, but on fare code 
and fare data, as well. The Department’s 
designation of major markets will be 
based on acceptable SERs for 
passenger, fare and fare code data. The 
1% sample size was selected to minimize 
carrier burden resulting from use of a 
stratified sampling plan. Major market 
ticket coupons ending in double-zero 
("00"). rather than zero ("0") as now 
required, is the only alteration 
necessary to comply with the proposed 
sampling plan. Alternate proposals have 
not been advanced utilizing 5% and 7% 
sampling rates, because these proposals 
would inordinately complicate the 
carriers ticket selection process 
compared to the 10% versus 1% sampling 
rates. 

The Department is proposing the 
following sampling strategy for the 
major Domestic markets: 

• There will continue to be a review 
of all zero-ending tickets (a 10% review 
of all tickets. a9 requried by the current 
Survey procedures). 

• If the zero-ending ticket number is 
not a single coupon or two-coupon 
round-trip ticket, continue with current 
Survey procedures. 

• If the O K N city-pair is not a 
Domestic major market, (which the 
Department would identify annually at 
December 31. based upon a June 30 
evaluation of market size), the current 
procedures apply. 

• If the O A D city-pair is a Domestic 
major market city-pair, the data from the 
lifted ticket flight coupon not'd not be 
reported unless it is a double-zero 
ending ticket number. 

In summary, the Department proposes 
to collect essentially a 1% sample on 
Domestic major markets, while 
preserving intact the current 10% 
procedures for International markets 
and for Domestic small to medium 
markets. 

Nonstandard Ticketing 

In addition to providing that carriers 
may elect to retain their current 
sampling procedures, the proposed rule 
provides for continuing the current data 


collection flexibility for carriers using 
nonstandard ticketing procedures, or 
those which do not interline, to report 
their passengers’ actual on line O * D 
data. For example, the Department 
currently permits carriers to use (1) 
source documents other than "standurd” 
ticket stock (e.g.. cash register receipts) 
and (2) procedures other than scientific 
sampling (*>.£. a 100% tabulation of 
tickets or other DOT approved source 
documents). The proposed rule would 
also retain the current requirement that 
such departures from standard Survey 
practices be approved in writing by the 
Department. 

Intro-A taska A lark ets 

Proposed for elimination is the 
outmoded restriction against reporting 
Intra-Alaska markets, when such are 
served by the large certificated carriers 
who are participating in the Survey. By 
removing this restriction, and permitting 
carriers to report these Intra-Alaska 
markets, such significant markets will 
gain representation in the Survey. 

This adjustment to remove the 
prohibition against reporting Intra- 
Alaska markets should impose no new 
burdens on carriers. The Alaskan 
"bush” operators are already excluded 
from the burden of the Survey, because 
of their small size. Larger participating 
carriers may actually want to report the 
data to ensure proper representation of 
their markets in the Survey. Further, this 
proposed modification may actually 
reduce the reporting burden on the 
present carriers participating in the 
Survey, since such carriers will avoid a 
labor-intensive decision-point as to 
whether to report the ticket coupon. 

Duplicate Reporting 

To further simplify data collection 
(and to give the carrier personnel the 
option of eliminating one decision point) 
the Department has tentatively decided 
it could accept submission of all 
selected ticket coupons in the sample 
without any decision as to whether a 
particular coupon is "reportable” or not. 
Under this proposal, the Department 
could assume the total responsibility to 
edit the reported data so as to avoid 
duplicate reporting. We invite carrier 
comments in this area, because the 
downside of the carriers shifting the 
decision burden to DOT would be the 
reporting of more individual records 
than required by the current Survey 
procedures. 

This proposal would also render moot 
the "preceding" carrier reporting 
requirement in the current system. For 
example, if TWA selects a zero-ending 
coupon that has the following fictitious 
data: 


TUI. — RC /Y — MEM — TW 

/Y — STL — 310 

Origin City—Carrier/farc code—city— 

carrier/fare code—Destination City— 

Dollars of fare * tax 

The data on the above zero-ending 
ticket coupon would be nonreportable 
for TWA, because the preceding carrier 
(Republic) is a participating carrier— 
and Republic would have already 
selected and reported the lifted Bight 
coupon. This decision point could be 
eliminated, since the Department has 
the technology to screen such data 
duplications in its edit procedures. On 
the other hand, the carriers with 
established procedures may want to 
continue their current edits in order to 
avoid reporting excess data. The 
Department is proposing to accept data 
submissions under either alternative. 
Under this proposal, the 0*1) 
Instructions are being revised to include 
a current list of the participating carriers 
and give carriers the option of (a) 
reporting all 10% of the tickets selected 
for review, or (b) eliminating ticket 
coupon data where a prior segment of 
the flight was operated by a 
participating carrier. 

Fare Codes 

Comments are also requested on the 
usefulness and format of the currently 
reported fare code data. Among these, 
the Department requests comments on 
whether all fare basis codes should be 
summarized (either by the Department 
or the carriers) into one of four classes. 
These are First class full fare. First class 
Discount or restricted. Coach 
compartment full fare and Coach 
compartment discounted or restricted. If 
the carriers report all fare basis code 
data exactly as they are on the tickets, 
the Department could summarize them 
into four codes, or the carriers may 
reduce the fare cGde data. Retaining the 
current procedures is also an option, but 
the identification of restricted fares 
would improve the usefulness of the fan' 
basis codes to the Department. 

The Department needs fare code data 
for both International and Domestic 
markets. Domestically the fare codes 
and dollar values of tickets are needed 
for economic and antitrust analyses to 
determine the competitive aspects of 
markets. Internationally, these data 
elements are used to value markets »<nd 
revenues in bilateral negotiations. These 
data elements, both domestic and 
international, arc also used in carrier 
selection proceedings to estimate the 
revenues that will accrue to the carrier 
applicants if they are selected. 
Comments are specifically requested on 
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the need for and the usefulness of fare 
basis codes and the dollar values of 
tickets in purely domestic markets. 

Program Impact if the O & D Survey 
Were Not Available 

The elimination of the O & D Survey 
could result in the air transportation 
industry having to meet a myriad of 
reporting requirements that would be 
generated by DOT and other Federal. 
State, and local agencies to meet 
program data needs that now rely on the 
Department's data collection. 

The greatest need for O & D data is in 
the International Program. Without this 
data the U.S. negotiating position would 
be severely compromised. Not only does 
the O A I) provide itinerary data for 
those travelers flying on a U.S. carrier, 
but it also provides comparable data for 
passengers traveling on a foreign carrier 
that interlines with a IJ.S. carrier. 
Without O A D data we would not be in 
a reasonable position to foster trade 
between countries or seek access for 
U.S. carriers to international markets. 

Other DOT programs would also be 
compromised since the Survey portrays 
the true origin and destination of the 
passenger. These programs could 
possibly use Service Segment Data but it 
only portrays on-flight O A D or where 
the passengers got on and off the 
reporting carrier’s system. Another 
drawback to using Service Segment 
Data as an analytical tool is that it 
contains no interlining foreign carrier 
data. 

As to the Department’s aviation 
programs, the following list highlights 
the aviation program impact from the 
elimination of the Survey: 

• Individual carrier passenger traffic 
flows in terms of true origin-destination, 
and the dollar worth of those market 
revenues expressed as a yield of cents 
per passenger mile would not be 
available to support those programs of 
the Department that have identified a 
need for such data in the caption. DATA 
REQUIREMENTS. 

* International negotiations on the 
levels of service would be significantly 
disadv antaged due to the lack of carrier 
data that ore needed for evaluating the 
United States* position in a market. 

• Carrier selections to serve 
international routes may be delayed and 
undermined due to the lack of 
comparable industry data for evaluating 
carrier operating plan proposals. 

* Market data would not be available 
to determine the level of air service 
needed in international markets. 

9 Market data (domestic and 
international) would not be available to 
evaluate the economic viability of 
carrier proposals to serve international 


routes. Such carrier proposals often 
involve service “behind and beyond** 
the U.S. gateway. Thus, domestic data 
are needed to determine the domestic 
segment or segments which will feed 
traffic onto the international primary 
segment are economically viable. 

• O A D passenger traffic flow data 
would not be available to satisfy the 
Department’s needs for forescasting and 
analysis of airport facility, security, and 
safety requirements. O A D traffic are 
more useful and relevant than the 
enplanement data (such as city pair 
point A-B) reported on the Form 41 “T“ 
schedules and Services Segment Data 
(SSD). For example, one O A D trip may 
include several passengc?r 
enplanements. and the Form 41 and SSD 
enplanement data do not adequately 
portray the “true” passenger traffic 
flow—the passenger routings “behind 
and beyond” the enplanement city-pair. 
The Department needs this “true” O A D 
data for both domestic and international 
entities. 

• U.S. carrier data would not be as 
timely or as credible for use in 
evaluating foreign air carrier 
applications and service proposals, 
although some U.S. carrier data could be 
obtained in ad hoc reports. 

9 Individual carrier traffic data by 
airport and market would not be 
available for use in evaluating the 
potential competitive harm from carrier 
merger proposals. Both domestic and 
international O A D data are needed by 
the Department for this purpose, 
because merger cases arc affected by all 
entities operated by the carrier 
applicants or other parties to the merger 
proposal. 

9 Carrier fitness reviews would be 
delayed due to the lack of comparable 
carrier or industry data that are used to 
assess carrier operations. Financial 
fitness is only one aspect of the fitness 
determination, and other aspects—such 
as management’s operating plans— 
involve evaluations which require the 
revenue yield and passenger traffic 
projection capability provided by the O 
A D Survey. 

9 The Department would be required 
to establish an alternative data 
collection system to ensure the 
continued availability of the data 
elements it must submit to Canada in 
compliance with a bilateral obligation. 
Under this bilateral agreement, the 
Department exchanges trnnsborder O A 
D information with the Canadian 
government. These transborder data 
include the data elements of fare basis 
codes, passengers, carriers, itineraries, 
and points of origin and destination, 
where the trip itineraries include: 


a. Both a U.S. point and a Canadian 
point. 

b. A U.S. carrier to a Canadian point. 

c. A Canadian carrier to a U.S. point. 

Estimated Bunion Reduction 

The Survey procedures require a 10 
percent sample of lifted tickets, which is 
defined as every zero ending ticket. For 
the fourth quarter of 1984. this meant 
that more than one million ticket 
coupons were reviewed (1.23 million 
coupons, precisely), in a ticket coupons- 
per-carrier range from less than 100 
coupons to almost 200.000 coupons, with 
an average of 500 burden hours per 
participating carrier. 

The staff has estimated the annual 
cost of the O A D Survey to the 
respondents (the participating carriers) 
to be about $850,000 in addition to about 
$285,000 to the Department for 
collecting, processing, compiling and 
publishing the Survey. While we do not 
have actual coat data for each carrier, 
we have made an informed estimate 
that the 500 burden hours for each 
participating carrier may be reduced by 
the use of a stratified systematic 
sampling approach. This is because we 
believe the overall number of coupons 
selected for the sample will be reduced 
by 20 to 50 percent depending on the 
number and size of the large domestic 
markets under the 1% sampling 
procedures. Although the proposed 
sampling procedures introduce a new 
selection criteria in determining which 
coupons arc to be reported, the result is 
a lower number of coupons to be 
selected and processed for reporting, 
thereby yielding a net decrease in 
carrier reporting burden. The 
Department requests carrier input on the 
potential cost savings or burden 
reduction to them from the proposed 
stratified sample. 

Other Federal Users of O & D Survey 
Data 

While this rulemaking notice 
identifies only DOTs need for air carrier 
data, the Department recognizes that 
other Federal agencies have come to 
rely on former CAB, now DOT. data 
collections to administer various 
Federal programs that utilize air 
transportation data. A list of those 
agencies that have expressed a need for 
O A D Survey data, along with their 
affected programs, follows. 

Department of Commerce—Bureau of 
Economic Analysis and Bureau of 
Census. 

9 Estimation of Gross National 
Product. 

9 Analysis of International 
Transactions Accounts. 
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• Compilation of Input-Output Tables 
of the United States. 

Department of Labor—Bureau of 
Labor Statistics. 

• Calculation of Consumer Price 
Index (CPI). 

International Trade Administration. 

• Office of Serv ice Industries Serv ice 
Sector Mission (to improve service 
industries' access to foreign markets) 

The Department invites all Federal 
agencies, especially those listed above 
to carefully review the proposed 
changes to the O & D Survey. These 
changes are based on RSPA’s zero 
based data element review of DOT’S 
need for O A D Survey data and the 
Department would appreciate knowing 
whether 6uch changes in the continued 
collection of aviation data would 
adversely affect their program 
administration. Conversely, we also 
seek comments reaffirming other 
Federal agency requirements for those 
data elements that are also needed for 
DOT programs. 

List of Subjects In 14 CFR Part 241 

Air carriers and Uniform system of 
accounts and reports. 

Proposed Rule 

PART 241—I AMENDED) 

Accordingly, the Department of 
Transportation proposes to amend 14 
CFR Part 241, Uniform System of 
Accounts and Reports for Large 
Certificated Air Carriers as follows: 

1. The authority for Part 241 continues 
to read as follows: 

Authority: Secs. 204. 401. 407. 4ia 417. 901. 
902.1002, Pub. L 05-726. ns amended. 72 Slat 
743. 754. 760. 771. 783. 784. 788. 70 Slat. 145 49 
U.S.C 1324. 1371. 1377. 1386. 1387.1471.1472 
and 1482 

2. Section 19-7 is revised to read as 
follows: 

Sec. 19-7 Passenger Origin-Destination 
Survey. 

(a) All U.S. large certificated air 
carriers conducting scheduled passenger 
operations (except helicopter carriers) 
shall participate in a Passenger Origin- 
Destination (O A D) Survey covering 
domestic and international operations, 
as described in the instruction manual 
entitled, Instructions to Air Carriers for 
Collecting and Reporting I*as$cnger 
Origin Destination Survey Statistics, 


and in Passenger Origin-Destination 
Directives issued by the Department*s 
Research and Special Programs 
Administration (RSPA), Office of 
Aviation Information Management 
(OAIM). Copies of these Instructions 
and Directives are provided to each 
lurge certificated carrier participating in 
the Survey. Copies are also available 
from the OAIM’s Data Administration 
Division. DAI-20, Room 4123, RSPA. 
DOT. 400 Seventh Street, SW.. 
Washington. DC 20590. 

(b) Those participating air carriers 
having access to automatic data 
processing (ADP) services shall 
generally utilize magnetic computer tape 
for transmitting the prescribed data. 
However, those carriers who want to 
use alternative media, such as computer 
"floppy discs’* or RSPA Form 2787 in 
typewritten form, shall coordinate these 
reporting formats with OAIM’s Data 
Administration Division, which will 
accept practicable alternative media. 

(c) A statistically valid sample of 
flight coupons shall be selected for 
reporting purposes. The sample shall 
consist of at least one percent (1%) of 
the total lifted ticket flight coupons for 
all large domestic markets listed in the 
Instructions and ten percent (10%) for all 
others—including domestic, 
international and territorial markets. 

The sample shall be selected and 
reported in accordance with the 
requirements of paragraph (a) of this 
section, except that the participating 

O A D carriers with nonstandard 
ticketing procedures, or other special 
operating characteristics, may propose 
alternative procedures, such departures 
from standard O A D Survey practices 
shall be approved in writing by the 
Director. OAIM under the procedures in 
sec. 1-2 of 14 CFR Fart 241 and the 
authority assigned in 14 CFR 385.27. 
Carriers that elect to collect and report a 
larger sample may do so. upon their 
written application to and the approval 
of the Director. OAIM. The data to be 
recorded and reported from selected 
lifted ticket flight coupons, as stipulated 
in the Instructions and Directives , shall 
include the following data elements: 
point of origin; carrier on each flight- 
coupon stage; fare-basis code on each 
flight-coupon stage; points of stopover or 
connection (interline and intraline); 
point of destination; number of 


passengers; and total dollar value of 
ticket (fare plus tax). 

(d) Data covering the operations of 
non-U.S. carriers (that are similar to the 
information collected by the 
international Passenger Origin- 
Destination Survey) are generally not 
available to the Department, the U.S. 
carriers, or U.S. interests. Therefore, 
because of the damaging competitive 
impact on U.S. flag carriers and the 
adverse effect upon the public interest 
that would result from unilateral 
disclosure of the U.S. survey data, the 
Department has determined its policy to 
be that the international data in the 
Passenger Origin-Destination Survey 
shall be disclosed only as follows: 

(1) To an air carrier directly 
participating in, and contributing input 
data to. the Survey or to a legal or 
consulting firm designated by an air 
carrier to use on its behalf O A D data in 
connection with a specific assignment 
by such carrier. 

(2) To parties to any proceeding 
before the Department to the extent that 
such data are relevant and material to 
the issues in the proceeding upon a 
determination to this effect by the 
Administrative Law judge or by the 
Department's decision-maker. Any data 
to which access is granted pursuant to 
this section may be introduced into 
evidence subject to the normal rules of 
udmissability of evidence. 

(3) To agencies and other components 
of the U.S. Government. 

(4) To other persons upon a showing 
that the release of the data will serve 
specifically identified needs of U.S. 
users which are consistent with U.S. 
interest. 

(5) To foreign governments and 
foreign users as provided in formal 
reciprocal arrangements between the 
foreign and U.S. governments for the 
exchange of comparable O A D data. 

(e) The Department reserves the right 
to make such other disclosures of the 
subject data as is consistent with its 
regulatory functions and 
responsibilities. 

Issued in Washington. DC on October 9. 
1985. 

M. Cynthia Douglass. 

Administrator. Research and Special 
Programs Administration. DOT. 

BltONGCOOC 





All,i< hment I. Innlrur lions to Air Carriers for Collecting and Reporting Passenger Origin-Destination Survey Statistics—U.S. 
Department of Transportation, Research and Special Programs Administration 

I. HEPORTDC INSTRUCTIONS FOR 0 4 0 SURVEY 


A. WW, FIOW CFO l D REPORTING ROI TICKETS ^ 



}J The Department has proposed a 1% sample size for domestic major markets 
and chosen only two strata (major markets and other) because these 
procedures are considered to be most compatible with established air carrier 
procedures. Only minor changes (selecting major market ticket coupons 
ending in double-zero (*’00“) and zero-ending ("0") ticket coupons in all 
• other markets) are anticipated as necessary to existing procedures — 
minimizing costly computer reprogramming and retraining of personnel. 
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li. 1 'jo posed modifications to an 
existing manual of instructions to «tti 
carriers for collecting and reporting 
passenger origin and destination survey 
statistics are shown below. A revised 
M INS! RUC1 IONS TO AIR CARRIERS 
FOR COLLECTING AND REPORTING 
PASSENGER ORIGIN-DESTINATION 
SURVEY STATISTICS** will be issued 
with the final rule. 

1. Editorial corrections/modifications 
are as follows: 

(a) Change all references to the “Civil 
Aeronautics Board** to the “Department 
of Transportation.*' 

(b) Change “CAB Form** to “RSPA 
Form." 

(c) Change “CAB** to “DOT* or 
“Board” to “DOT.” 

(d) Change “Distribution Section. 
OASO” to "Data Administration 
Division. RSPA.” 

(c) Change “Data Systems 
Management Division. Office of the 
Comptroller” to “Data Administration 
Division. RSPA.** 

2. Use the following address for 
communication with the Department of 
Transportation: 

—Data Administration Division. DAI-20. 
Room 4125. Office of Aviation 
Information Management. Research 
and Special Programs Administration. 
DOT. 400 Seventh Street. SW., 
Washington. DC 20590 
—Telephone (202) 426-0703 
—Contents of the revised 
“INSTRUCTIONS * are proposed to be 
generally consistent with the current 
format (with only minor changes) that 
cover the Following areas: 


Sfrtow 


(41 Mqwr** CM .... . 

mi*** cow* 

(4) Forw* 

iv-C 

IV € 

V-C-1 »*d V-C-? 
V-D-K 
vih-A-i «nd?. 

(C> AdtirCM . 

Ml Option* raportog _-_ \ 

(ei fk-coong data --- 

01 ConlfOl of *ampM- ... . 


3. References to the exclusion of 
“Intra-Alaska** tickets are to be deleted, 
and Intra-Alaska tickets will be handled 
like other routings by the large carrier 
participants in the Sunday. Small 


carriers which a re not participants (such 
as the Alaskan bush operators) are not 
affected bv this change to the 
“INSTRUCTIONS” 

4. Section IX.C. should be amended to 
include *‘a revised list of the major 
domestic markets to Ik? used during the 
following year in creating the stratified 
sample will be issued annually in the 
fourth quarter of the calendar year 
based on a review by the DOT of data 
submitted for the quarter ended |une 30 
of the same year.” For example, it muy 
be determined that the top 1.000 city 
pairs (based on number of passengers 
flown) will constitute the major markets. 
The initial list will be issued at the 
conclusion of the rulemaking process 
Significantly, not all participating 
carriers are in all major markets. For 
instance, the following ranges of carriers 
in top markets were observed in the 
data for the year 1964: 

Number of Participating Carrier* in Top 1.000 
Domestic Cit> -Pair Markets 

Major Carriers—From fewer thon KXi of the 
top markets for Western and for Pan 
American to more than 300 of the top 
markets for United 

National Carrier*—From fewer than 20 of the 
maior markets for New York Air and for 
Brnniff to almost 100 for Southwest 
luirgr Regional*—From fewer thon 20 of the 
lop markets for Jet America and for Florida 
Express to almost 50 of the lop markets On- 
Air Wisconsin. 

A tentative list of the domestic major 
markets is attached. 

5. Carriers participating in the O ft D 

Survey: 




P#n Wc*KJ Irtc p A 

»Voe*e t «prc w ArWw*. Me Of 

p*mroon« a** boa Me ^. et 

AtfUnt* Inc 

R«f‘« AMukv* A*w»y* Me *V 

AftVic* me OC 

Samoa /*4nr*Mc-- V* 

So-rfr> Pso*c ftfantf A*w»y« Me ! *«K 

SurfTHM* AKV«»_ WW 

SurtMOrK) «nn A#*ny» MC ! iK 

TowmAr.Mc ! 

Atone* Inc tv 

Tiafta World AM***. Me T W 

IMOrd A w Urn*. Mt OA 

US Ar. Mr- _ 

\Atistom A# Urn Me WA 

Wxm Air AMWa. Mo. - I 

Worvr Art»a,tv. Inc ; WO 


Note that carriers such as Emerald 
and Northeastern have in the past been 
classified as Survey participants, but 
these are not now submitting O A D 
data. Further, some prior participants 
are not included in the list, because of 
changes in their reporting requirements 
and their small size, including Sky West 
and Royale, which operate only small 
aircraft 

5. Length of reported routings (Section 
V-D-l) will be as follows: References to 
twenty-three stages and twenty-third 
city ami carrier and twenty-fourth city 
should be changed to seven stages and 
seventh city and carrier and eighth city . 
However, carriers reporting the Survey 
prior to October 1,1979 may continue to 
report under the former requirements. 

6, The current “INSTRUCTIONS” and 
the most recent pertinent "PASSENGER 
ORIGIN-DESTINATION DIRECTIVE" 
have been widely disseminated to 
carrion*, data users and the public at 
large. Therefore, these INSTRUCTIONS 
are not included here. 

BftUMG COO€ 4% 10-42*41 
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AU.tc hirrnnt IV.—O & D Survey— 

History, Background and Output Tablrs 

The following information has over 
the? years .since 1968 been incorporated 
into and published with the O A I) 

Survey output tables, so that users 
would be aware of the scientific 
sampling techniques used to obtain the 
O A D Survey data. 

Sample Design and Reliability 

Introduction 

Beginning January 1.1969. the twice-a 
year sample of domestic passenger 
origin and destination data was 
replaced by a 10 percent continuous 
sample spread over the full year. This 
shift to a scientifically designed 
probability sample constitutes a major 
improvement in the method of O S D 
data collection, in line with modem 
methods of scientific management and 
administration. This Survey was 
implemented through the joinl efforts of 
the air carriers, the Air Transport 
Association of America, and the Civil 
Aeronautics Board, which collected 
these O & D data prior to the 
Department of Transportation. 

Data collection for the domestic O A D 
Surveys of airline passenger traffic from 
1939 through 1958 was of the census 
type, covering a relatively short, 
specified time period. This involved 
analysis and recording of fl| all 
domestic airline tickets sold and |2| all 
domestic rickets lifted, where these 
tickets were issued by an airline not 
reporting traffic for the CAB domestic 
truffle Survey. At first, data were 
collected for a full month, twice a year. 
Later, as the volume of uirline travel 
increased, the sample was reduced to a 
two-week period twice a year. 

The twice-a-year census-type of O A 
D data collection likewise represented a 
sampling of airline passenger traffic for 
the lull year. I fowever, with such 
samples, the sampling errors involved in 
expanding passenger totals for two 
months or two 14-day periods into totals 
for a quarter, a half year, or a full year 
could not be determined. On the other 
hand, with the use of a probability 
sample, the sampling errors of estimate*) 
totals for any desired time period can be 
mathematically determined. 

Survey Population 

I’he population from which the sample 
of airline tickets is selected after 
January 1.1968. is the ticket flight 
coupons “lifted” by air carrier* when 
the passengers txinrd the flight. From 
1959 Vo 1968. participating carriers 
sampled all zero ending ticket coupons 
they sold (from the "auditor” coupon! as 
well as the. ticket flight coupons they 


“lifted” that were issued by carriers not 
participating in the Survey. 

Sample Design 

The sample design was put into 
operation on January 1. 1959. it was 
basically reaffirmed on January 1. 

1968—iiithough from 1968 to date the 
Survey population has been limited lo 
lifted tickets. It provides for a 
systematic selection of airline tickets on 
a continuous basis throughout the year. 

It is noted that when the Survey was 
changed to lifted tickets in 1968. it was 
also combined for all entities (Domestic. 
International. Territorial) rather than 
providng a separate Survey for the 
various entities. More specifically . each 
ticket having a serial number ending in 
”0” (zero), and which is included in the 
population, is selected for the sample. 
This results in a continuous 10-percent 
sample of the population of airline 
tickets. This compares with, roughly, a 
17-percent sample when two complete 
months of data were collected in the 
previous census-type Survey, and an 8 
percent sumple when two 14-day 
periods were included. 

Survey Reliability 

Sample surveys, if properly designed 
and carried out. provide useful estimates 
relating to the population. Since these 
estimates are based on a sample, they 
can be expected to differ to a certain 
extent from the results that would have 
been obtained if a complete census had 
been taken using the same methods, 
efficiency, and diligence in data 
collection, analysis, and compilation. 
These differences are called sampling 
errors. 

Emirs, other than those* due to 
sampling, may occur whether a full 
census of sample type of Survey is 
carried out These involve errors in data 
collection, analysis, and compilation. 
Such errors, lo the extent that they exist 
introduce discrepancies, even if a 
complete census-type of Survey were 
carried out. 

Sampling Errors: Basic 

Certain simplifications were 
employed us a basis for computation of 
sampling errors. Therefore, the sampling 
errors computed for number of 
passengers, by category, are to be 
considered only approximations. 

It was assumed that tickets were 
selected for the sample by random 
selection from the population of airline 
tickets, ignoring the systematic nature of 
the sample design. The use of this 
approximation may lead to 
overstatement in the computed sampling 
errors. 


It is important to note that there are 
two classes of data in thr O 6 D Survey, 
Class B data are the OlfTBOUND 
PLUS INBOUND directional O A D or 
“UOD's" data that are Included in 
Output Tables. 1. 3. 4. 5. 6. 7. 8.10. 11. 12 
and 15. whereas Class A data are the 
ticket O & D Data on the ADP Magnetic 
tape files. ie. one ticket origin- 
destination record mav included 
multiple “DODV. as in the example 
shown on page 3. 

The following schematic 
demonstrates the type of OR D data 
generated from flight coupon data. 


Iltut l»v»* »C» 
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nr 

* 
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Origins and destinations generated 
from above ticket: 
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3 O A 09 
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ORO 00 OfcN 

OOfUAOCA 

4 Coupon O A D'% 

OCA NW PTT _ ... 

PIT NW ORO — 

OROCOOtN _- - - 


CfcNliAOCA --- - 



From the above examples, it is dear 
that different analyses of the same 
ticket will produce different 
constructions of useful data. These 
should help further clarify the 
differences between Class A and Class 
B data as well as to differentiate 
between the various ways the ouputs 
may be compiled. Without'soch 
examples, it is difficult for the average 
user to appreciate the distinctions 
between coupon O A D. for instance, 
and directional O & D (or "DOD” as it is 
commonly referenced by experienced 
users of the data). 

Output 

'Hie various current output tables, 
which may be subject to change based 
upon the outcome of this proposed rule, 
are described below. The various issues 
deferred pending outcome of the O A D 
rule are: 

—content, form, and media of end 

products. 

—end product distribution. 
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—user charges to offset processing 
costs. 

—user charges to offset data collection 
costs. 

—private sector versus Government 
processing. 

Each quarterly tabulation of Survey 
outputs shows moving 12-month-to-date 
totals, and all tables except Tables 3. 4. 

6 and 7 also show the amounts for the 
current quarter, and some tables contain 
duta on average traffic per day per 
quarter and/or twelve months. 

The passenger and passenger-mile 
figures in all output tables are 10- 
percent sample amounts, ond should be 
multiplied by 10 to estimate the 
population in the Survey. Domestic 
Tables 1, 3 through 8. and 10 are 
currently accessible as either hardcopy 
or microfilm format. Tables 2,9 and 14 
have been eliminated or consolidated 
into other tables. Territorial Tables 15. 

16 and 17 are accessible in hardcopy 
format, whereas. International Tables 
15. 16 and 17 are restricted as to 
availability due to the sensitive nature of 
the data, as explained more fully in 
section 19-7 of 14 CFR Part 241. 

The following OA D Duta Bunks and 
O h D Data Tables are generated from 
carrier submissions: 

OP'D data bank number and contents 

Ticket origin-destination data (Domestic/ 
international territorial) 

1A—Flight coupon dollar amount of fur* data 
2A —Directional origin-destination data 
(Interna tiona)/territorial) 

2B—Directional origin-destination data 
(Domestic) 

3A—Flight coupon origin-destination data 
(Intcrnulional/tcrri tonal) 

3B—Flight coupon origin-de5tinution data 
(Domestic) 

4— On-line origin-destination datu (Domestic) 

5— OAD Survey city/airpnrt nomenclature 

file 

6— Directional origin-destination city-pair 
summary file (Domestic) 

7— U.S.-Canadian Ira n» border operations 

Of'D output toble number and contents 
Domestic: 

Table 1—Domestic city summary, based on 
directional origin-destination, with cities 
arranged alphabetically. 

Table 3—Domestic city summary, based on 
directional origin-destination, cities arranged 
in rank order of number of passengers. 

Table 4 —Domestic city summary, based on 
directional origin-destination, cities arranged 
in rank order of number of passenger-miles. 

Table 5—Domestic summary by length of 
passenger trip. ba«t?d on directional origin- 
destination. 

Table 6—Domestic city-pair summary, 
based on directional origin-destination: Top- 
ranked 1.000 city pairs in terms of number of 
pussengors. 

Table 7—Domestic city-pair summary, 
based on directional origin-destination: Top- 


ranked 1.000 city pairs in terms of number of 
passenger-miles. 

Table 6—Domestic dty-puir summary, 
based on directional origin-destination:, city 
pairs arranged alphabetically (All city pairs, 
without routings.) 

Table 10—Domestic city-pair summary by 
on-line origin and destination. 

Tabic 11—Domestic city -pair summary, 
based on directional origin-destination, city 
pairs arranged alphabetically (All city-puirs. 
with traffic generation, without routings.) 

Table 12—Traffic between domestic cities, 
based on directional origin-destination, with 
routings 

Table 13—Total piissenger-stage 
movements (coupon origin-dcstinution) by 
domestic market, by earner and fare-basis 
category. 

International/Territorial: 

Table 15—Summary of international/ 
territorial traffic between cities, based on 
directional origin and destination. 

Table 16—International/territorial traffic 
between cities, by routing, based on 
directional origin/destination. 

Table 17—Interna tionul/territorial 
passenger stage movements between cities, 
by carrier and fare basis, bused on flight 
coupon origin-destination. 

Statistical Characteristic* of the 
Passenger Origin and Destination 
Survey 

Design Variables 

Athough many factors shape the 
overall design of a large-scale survey 
such as the Passenger Origin and 
Destination Survey (O A D). the most 
important are the informational 
requirements, for they determine the 
statistical sample design. The one or 
two key variables to be estimated from 
the survey are known as the design 
variables, which, in the OAD. are the 
true seasonal origins, destinations and 
routings of air passengers who travel on 
some part of their journey on a U.S. 
certificated air carrier. In quantitative 
terms, the surv ey is designed to measure 
the number of air passengers traveling 
from origin O to destination D via route 
R (traveling via ODR) each quarter, 
where O is not the same city as D. and 
at least one segment of the trip is via a 
U.S. scheduled air carrier. Quite often, 
however, a survey designed for 
accurately estimating the design 
variables will yield valuable information 
on variables of secondary importance as 
a by-product. In the case of the OAD. 
the same sample design produces 
reasonably good estimates of yields 
paid per flight segment (cents per 
revenue mile flown by passengers). 

Description of Design 

In statistical terms, the sample design 
is a one-stage continuous 10% 
systematic sample of clusters of unequal 
sizes from a non-random start taken 


from a sampling frame ordered by 
carrier and date. This produces a 
proportional to size sample by carrier 
and date, and since carriers and markets 
(ODRs) are closely related, the design 
approximates a proportional sample of 
murkets. 

This design can be explained in 
simpler terms. In the OAD survey, the 
clusters are the lifted ticket flight 
coupons themselves because each can 
represent one or more ODR 
combinations. Since the numbers of 
ODR combinations varies from ticket to 
ticket, the clusters have different 
numbers of elements, hence are of 
unequal sizes. 

The sample is systematic because the 
coupons are essentially ordered by 
number, and every tenth one chosen. 
Since zero-ending tickets are specified, 
the selection la made with a pre¬ 
determined. and not a random, starting 
point. All ODR combinations are 
sampled, hence a 100% sample of 
elements from each flight coupon 
cluster. 

The sample frame is the entirety of all 
elements from which the sample is 
chosen. Ideally the sumple frame should 
be the population of interest. In the case 
of the O A D survey, the sample frame 
and population of interest are one and 
tfyc same, thut is. every ODR 
combination with at least one segment 
occurring on a U.S. scheduled air currier 
is eligible and available to be sampled 
within the existing sumple design. 
Sampling is performed on a continuous 
basis and reported on a quarterly basis. 
This procedure results in a sample thut 
evenly represents each quarter’s 
activity, and allows for seasonal activity 
comparisons. 

The list of data items below includes 
all of the elements collected from the 
airlines in the survey: 

Name of Carrier 
Reporting Period 

For each flight segment on coupon: 

Carrier Name 

Origin City 

Destination City 

Fare Code 

Dollar value of ticket 
Number of passengers on ticket 

As in uny efficient sample design, the 
items of data collected are all essential 
to the processing and calculation of the 
estimates for which the survey was 
designed: no extraneous items are 
collected. 

Sample size is determined by a 
number of factors, most importantly the 
level of detail for which estimates arc 
desired, and the accuracy required for 
those estimates. When the survey was 
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designed, the domestic airline industry 
was under regulation by the CAB. and 
the CAB felt it needed reasonably 
accurate estimates of traffic for even the 
less traveled passenger routings, say 
those with as few as 2-4 passengers a 
day. Thus the 10% level of sampling was 
chosen. The following table is a rough 
approximation of sampling error for the 
various levels of traffic encountered on 
an ODR. 


Accuracy Of Annual Estimates From the 
10 Percent O & D 


E*Jim«i» q» a«'OOR'd»y 

Appro«#n»|* 

Mmp»rig 

•rror* 

1 O' ... ___ 

2 ... 

41 •'KjfnghiK 

20 

3 . ... .. 

24 

4. 

21 

10 

• 7 10 13 

1210 9 

5 . 

6 to 10 . 

11 10 30 

21 to SO . .. 

51 10 100 ... ... 

101 10 500 _- ■ -j 

SOI 10 3.000 

Mcxr iNn 3.000 

9106 

6104 

4 10 2- 
2 K> 06 
less tr\*r\ 06 


' Tn«« JKXWnruto ©r»CH <*«** on O 

& O Qua 6 data AO*c*meoi »V d*»cnte« !Ne 

d***foe tx>N*t*en C*u A and 6 O A O data 


The estimates plus and minus the 
sampling error are computed ut a 95% 
confidence limit for the estimate, which 
can be intrepreted as the range in which 
the true value for the estimate lies 95% 
of the time the sample is performed 
according to the same design. The 
narrower the interval, the better idea 
one has of the true value. />.. the higher 
the accuracy of the estimate. When the 
interval becomes wider than ±20% of 
the estimate, or 40% of the estimate, the 
estimate becomes too imprecise for most 
users* purposes. 

The O St D sample design has a 
number of attributes that make it 
especially effective in its environment. 
First, a 10% sample of all the applicable 
air passenger traffic is a good approach 
for gaining an accurate overall picture of 
the air system. The 10% sampling system 
is simple in concept, making feasible the 
enormity of the task of eslimating the 


passenger traffic on the large number of 
ODR combinations in the air system. 

The simplicity of design makes it easier 
to execute by the numerous parties 
involved than a more complex design. A 
more rigid stratified design, for instunce. 
that might vary the sampling percentage 
depending on the ODR. would not only 
make the implementation of the O A D 
more difficult, but it would not naturally 
adjust to changes in the marketplace, as 
the current design does. In addition, the 
sample design distributes the reporting 
burden proportionally among the 
participating carriers, so that no one 
carrier is asked to report a greater 
percentage of its flights than another. 

Design Peformancc 

The O & D survey has a history dating 
back to November 1939, when the first 
survey was taken. The survey has 
undergone a number of changes in 
sampling methods, data content, and 
type of output over the years. The latest 
major revision in sampling methods and 
data content was implemented with the 
19C8 survey, although output tables were 
modified in 1972. 

Therefore, the O A D in its current 
design has been in operation about 18 
years, and has proven to be a valuable, 
reliable and accurate source of data for 
its users. It yields a statistically valid 
sample that effectively portrays the 
passenger traffic on the U.S. air carrier 
system, as well as satisfies the 
secondary objective of producing airfare 
information. The sample is unbiased to 
the extent that there is no bias in the use 
of tickets whose numbers end in zero. 

As far as DOT has been informed by the 
airlines, no distinction is made between 
the issurance of zero and non-zero 
ending tickets. The survey satisifies its 
design objectives. In the past. 
Government staff representatives have 
visited carriers’ offices to assess the 
operations and performance of the 
O A D survey, as implemented by the 
carriers, and such reviews have 
confirmed that O A D survey system 


procedures are generally operating as 
designed. 

The only deficiencies in the survey 
estimates result not from the sample 
design per se. but from non-sampling 
errors arising from its implementation. 
Non-sampling errors are largely 
uncontrollable and ure caused by a 
number of factors such as non-response, 
misinterpretation of instructions by 
respondents, coding and data-entry 
errors, and others. In the O A D these 
errors have resulted in the loss of data, 
causing the estimates reported os 10% of 
the traffic to be in reality somewhat 
less. 

Some of the error can be attributed to 
specific sources. DOT editing of airline 
inputs eliminates as much as 1% to 2% of 
the data, because of coding errors. It is 
not practical for DOT to go through the 
costly and time-consuming process of 
confirming minor corrections with each 
airline and re-entering the data. Only in 
cases of gross errors on the part of the 
carrier does DOT request the carrier to 
correct the data or alert users of defects 
in the available data that cannot be 
corrected. 

Other sources are more difficult to 
identify and may be due simply to the 
lack of control DOT has over the 
carriers in their implementation of the 
guidelines for sampling and reporting 
the raw data. The DOT must rely on 
each airline to interpret instructions and 
develop its own procedures. The 
consequences may be differences in 
what is reported among the airlines, and 
from what is actually intended to be 
reported. 

A comparison of selected O A D 
results with 100% data in the HR-588 
Service Segment reports where the 
selected data items coincide reveals that 
the O A D does under-report traffic by a** 
much as one or two percentage points 
per carrier, depending on the ODR 
involved, so that the overall sample per 
carrier is actually 9% or less, rather than 
a 10% sample of the population. 

BILLING CODE OIO-42-M 
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Attsctwnt t! 


ftilMESTJC OB IGIN-OEST I SAT JON MIA 
FOB YEAfl ENOEO DECEMBER 3J. 1934 

EST1MATE0 PASSENGERS IN THE TOT At POPULATION FOR FIVE CATEGORIES Of NJWKET SIZE 
(USED UPO« SAMPLE SIZES OF TEN ANO ONE PERCENT, BfSBECTIVfL* 


I. A. ESTIMATED PASSt.VJiflS It THE TOTAL POPULATION 

I. «. HARUETS I0EBTIF1E0 B» TK SAMPLES Of 10* ABO It Of T« TOTAL PASSENGER POPULATION 
I. C. SAW INC f*ROB |S.E.) BATES AS A PERCENT Of TOTAL POPULATION PASSENGERS V 


Sample 

Size 

Item 

Markets of from 
-o- to 999 
psgrs./yr. 

1,000-9.909 

IO.CNNU94.R99 

100.000-999.999 

Markets Of 

1 .000 ,000 
*od mr« 
psqrs./»r. 

SOM 

A. 

101 Passengers 

5.8 million 

20.6 million 

61.0 million 

100.2 rnillion 

36.1 million 

223.7 million 

8. 

101 Hartets 

42,595 

6,3*9 

1,951 

375 

20 

51,330 

C. 

101 S.C. 

247.1-24.7 

24.7-7.8 

7.8-2.S 

2.S-0.6 

0.8-0.1 

0.1 

C. 

It S.C. 

247.1-78.1 

78.1-24.7 

24.7-7.8 

7.8-2.5 

2.5-0.1 

0.1 

A. 

It Passengers 

S.8 million 

20.6 million 

61.0 million 

100.2 minion 

36.1 million 

223.7 nil!ion 

8. 

U Markets 

17.504 

6,389 

1,961 

37S 

20 

26,239 

II. A. 
II. 8. 

PASSENGERS AS A PERCENT Of TOTAL 
MARKET DATA AS A PERCENT Of TOTAL 






A. 

101 Passengers 

2.Si 

9.21 

27.31 

44,61 

16.21 

100.01 

A. 

IX Passengers 

2.51 

9.21 

27.31 

44.81 

16.21 

100.01 

8. 

101 Markets 

83.01 

12.St 

3.8t 

0.71 

- 1 

100.01 

R. 

II Markets 

64. n 

24.31 

7.41 

l.SX 

o.tx 

100.01 


V These sampling error rates are based upon the Class 8 type of 0 AO Survey data. The distinction 
between Class A and Glass 8 data is explained 4n Attachment IV. 


III. DISCUSS! 08 OF SAM*!** PATES 

Passenger estimates of the total pop*,)at ton has*d upon the two sample sizes (UK and II) are for convenience 
shown above as a concrete number (such as 3*.I million passengers \n 20 of the largest markets). However, these mast 
he understood to he estimates. stated as an assumed midpoint of a ran??. This ran?* increases (estimates become less 
precise) as the sample size decreases, and the range hecones more narrow (for more precise and accurate estimates) as 
the sample size is increased. For example, the "true* number of passengers in the 20 largest domestic markets would 
he the midpoint estimate of 3b. I million pass enters-plus or minus (♦) a samp! ing error factor. Sampling error rates 
ane listed above as I.C. -The department has tentatively selected only two strata (major markets and all other 
markets) and a 1% sample size for domestic major markets, instead of a larger size (such as S or 71), because a 11 
sample size Is considered to he the wt compatible with the established air carrier procedures, Ke., <*\y minor 
changes (selecting major market tickets ending in *00* and zero-ending tickets in all other markets! will he necessary 
to elisting procn<htres~-minimizing costly computer reprogramming and retraining of personnel. 












VI! AWOIMATE SAMK.IK EfSfKS Of ESTIHATM WWHR OF PASS! 

p*®e J Of t [ft A CATESGBT fWM A 10» SAFPU (ClASS A DATA) 1/ 
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INFORMATION AND ASSISTANCE 


SUBSCRIPTIONS ANO ORDERS 


Subscriptions (public) 

202-783-3238 

Problems with subscriptions 

275-3054 

Subscriptions (Federal agencies) 

523-5240 

Single copies, back copies of FR 

783-3238 

Magnetic tapes of FK. CFR volumes 

275-2867 

Public laws (Slip laws) 

275-3030 

PUBLICATIONS AND SERVICES 


Dally Federal Register 


General information, index, and Finding aids 

523-5227 

Public inspection desk 

523-5215 

Corrections 

523-5237 

Document drafting information 

523-5237 

l^tgal staff 

523-4534 

Machine readable documents, specification* 

523-3408 

Code of Federal Regulations 


General information, index, and finding aids 

523-5227 

Printing schedules and pricing information 

523-3419 

Laws 

523-5230 

Presidential Documents 


Executive orders and prociomuttons 

523-5230 

Public Papers of the President 

523-5230 

Weekly Compilation of Presidential Documents 

523-5230 

United States Government Manual 

523-5230 

Other Services 


Library 

523-4986 

Privacy Act Compilation 

523-4534 

TDD fi»r the deaf 

523-5229 

FEDERAL REGISTER PAGES AND DATES. OCTOBER 


Federal Register 

Vol. 50, No. 204 
Tuesday, October 22. 1085 


CFR PARTS AFFECTED DURING OCTOBER 


At the end of each month, the Office of the Federal Register 
publishes separately a List of CFR Sections Affected (ISA), which 
lists parts and sections affected by documents published since 
the revision date of each title. 
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List of Public Laws 


List list October 21. 1965 
This is a continuing list of 
public bills from the current 
session of Congress wtsch 
have become Federal laws 
The text of laws 19 not 
published m the Federal 
Register but may be ordered 
in individual pamphlet form 
(referred to as “slip laws'*) 
from the Superintendent of 
Documents. U.S. Government 
Pnntmg Office. Washington, 
DC 20402 (phone 202-275- 
3030) 
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S.J. Re*. 72/Pub. L. 99-122 

To designate October 16, 

1965. as ‘ World Food Day”. 

(Oct. 16. 1985; 99 Slat. 515) 

Price: $1.00 

S.J. Rea. 183/Pub. L 99-123 

To provide lor the designation 
of the week of October 6 
through October 12, 1965. as 
' Myasthenia Gravis 
Awareness Week *. (Oct. 16. 

1985; 99 Stat 517) Price: 

$1.00 

$J. Ret. 197/Pub. L. 99-124 

To designate the week of 
October 6. 1985 through 
October 13. 1985 as 
“National Housing Woek‘\ 

(Oct 16. 1985; 99 Stat 518) 

Price: $1.00 

S.J. Rea. 155/Pub. L. 99-125 

To designate the month of ♦ % 

November 1985 as “National 
Hospice Month”. (Oct. 18, 

1985; 99 Stat 519) Price: 

$1.00 

SJ. Rea. 175/Pub. L 99-126 
To designate the week of 
October 20. 1985. through 
October 26, 1985, as 
“National CPR Awareness 
Month”. (Oct 18. 1985; 99 
Stat. 520) Price: $1 00 

S.J. Rea. 194/Pub. L. 99-127 

To designate the week 
beginning October 1, 1985, as 
‘‘National Buy American 
Week”. (Oct. 18. 1985; 99 
Stat 521) Price: $1.00 
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The 

United States 
Government 
Manual 1985/86 

A* the official handbook of the Federal 
Government, the Manual is the best source of 
information on the activities, functions, 
organization, and principal officials of the agencies 
of the legislative, judicial, and executive branches, it 
also includes information on qua si-official agencies 
and international organizations in which the United 
States participates. 

Particularly helpful for those interested in where 
to go and who to see about a subject of particular 
concern is each agency's "Sources of Information" 
section, which provides addresses and telephone 
numbers for use in obtaining specifics on consumer 
activities, contracts and grants, employment, 
publications and films, and many other areas of 
citizen interest. The ManuaJ also includes 
comprehensive name and subject/agency indexes. 

Of significant historical interest is Appendix A. 
which describes the agencies and functions of the 
Federal Government abolished, transferred, or 
changed in name subsequent to March 4. 1933. 

The Manual is published by the Office of the 
Federal Register, National Archives and Km urds 
Administration. 

$15.00 per copy 
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MasterCard and 
VISA accepted. 
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Total charges $ 

Credit 
Ca/d No 



Cu*o*»«h % 

1 ’ 

• knv 


No***. 

At*> 4 

o*«« 

Coda 


Cod* 


Expiration Oate f—l”!—I—1 
MontfWYear M 1 II 


Cn*9» o*Of% may tw ttfrpNonad to iha GPO ore* 
at (202)783 3236 from S 00 am to 4 00 p ^ 
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Please tend me copies of The United Stares Government Manual. 188S/1S66 at SIS 00 per copy Stock No. 022-003*01 HS-S 
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Company or Personal Name 

L-Li 1 1 I I 1 1 I 1 I I I I I I I I I I I I l l I I l I l 


Aodti'onai address, attention t,rte 


LLI I I ..I I l ll l i 

Street address 


l 1 I I I I I .. I I I I I I I 

Glv 

LLi I I I I I I.. 

(or Country) 
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